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Part - 1 


PROF P.A.WAHID is a soil scientist specialized in radio- 
isotope-aided research with trees. He has held several high 
positions in Kerala Agricultural University and Kerala State 
Council for Science, Technology and Environment. He _ has 
published over a hundred research papers mostly in  inter- 
national journals of repute, besides four books. He also has two 
research papers to his credit in the religio-science area. A 
recipient of several awards, he is also an elected Fellow of 
National Academy of Agricultural Sciences. 


Prof. Pallacken Abdul Wahid is the author of several books 
including ‘The Computer Universe’ and the founder of 
http://www. islamicscienceforum.org. A couple of months ago, 
he wrote saying he believed most allegations made by me 
against Muhammad are based on hadith and that he would like 
to show that my basis of criticizing his prophet is fallacious. He 
then wrote a rebuttal, but | could not respond to him till now. |! 
offer my sincere apologies to him for this delay. Below are his 
rebuttal and my response. 


| have discussed this subject on many occasions. | am 
interested to debate on Prof. Wahid’s specialty, i.e. Science in 
Islam. | hope we end this subject soon and move to what 
interests both of us. 


! also invite Prof. Wahid to publish our debate in his site. 


P.A.Wahid: pawahid@ hotmail.com 
Wahid: 


Ahadith (pl. of hadith) are supposed to be the sayings and 
traditions of Prophet Muhammad, collected and compiled by some 
imams and scholars. When I say “sayings and traditions reported 
as ahadith’”, I do not mean those sayings and traditions of Prophet 
Muhammad as per the Qur’anic directions for which compilation 
is not required; the Qur’an itself is sufficient. But my reference is 
to those sayings and traditions that are not consistent with the 
Qur’an or not found in the Qur’an. 


I do not accept hadith literature because Allah has not 
mentioned in the Qur’an that there is another source of guidance 
in Islam other than the Qur’an. The Qur’an reiterates at several 
places that it is the source of guidance (Q. 2:2, for example). 


2:2: This is the Book. No doubt about it. It is guidance to the 
God-conscious. 


Further if ahadith were a source of guidance in Islam, Allah 
would have directed Prophet Muhammad to prepare and preserve 
them rather than leaving the job to posterity. Prophet Muhammad 
would have dictated the matter to some of his companions and 
they would have recorded the sayings and traditions in the form of 
a document as additional source of guidance in Islam. But what 
we find is neither Prophet Muhammad nor his immediate caliphs 
(Abu Bakr, Umar, Uthman and Ali) did it. This fact confirms that 
Allah had not prescribed any source of guidance other than the 
Qur’an in Islam. 


Secondly, the question of ahadith doesn’t arise at all because 
Prophet Muhammad was directed by God to follow only the 
Qur’an in his life and the life of Prophet Muhammad was fully in 
accordance with Allah’s guidance. The directions given in the 
Qur’an formed the traditions of Prophet Muhammad. See what the 
Qur’an says: 


6:50- Say: “I do not tell you that the treasures of Allah are 
with me. And I do not know the unseen nor do I tell you Iam an 
Angel. I follow only what is transmitted to me.” Ask (them) 
whether the blind and the one with eyesight are alike? Will you 
not then think over? 


6:51- With this (Qur’an), you warn those who fear that they 
will be brought before their Lord (for judgement). They have no 
protector or intercessor besides Him. Let them fear Allah. 


45:18- Subsequently We put you (O Prophet Muhammad) on 
the (right) religious course. So you follow that (i.e., the Qur’an) 
and do not follow the lusts of those who have no knowledge. 


46:9- Say: “Jam not new among the apostles and I do not know 
what will be done with me or with you. I follow only what is 
transmitted to me and I am none other than a clear warner.” 


33:2- And follow what is communicated to you from your Lord. 
Verily, Allah knows well what you do. 


So Prophet Muhammad followed only the Qur’anic revelations. 
And his life is a model for the believers. Prophet Muhammad can 
be best described as “living Qur’an”’. 


33:21- You have indeed a good model in the messenger of 
Allah; (that is,) for those anticipating (the meeting with) Allah and 
the Final Day and who remember Allah very much. 


This verse describes Prophet Muhammad a good model 
because his life was a practical demonstration of the Qur’anic 
directions. He practised only what was conveyed to him by Allah 
— that is, the Qur’an. That being the truth, what makes us to think 
there are things which he had done as part of Islam that are not 
given in the Qur’an? What I drive home is the point that if 
anybody had followed Prophet Muhammad closely in his time and 
recorded how he lived, the document so made would have been a 
true reflection of the Qur’anic revelations. 


Sina: 


If the verse 33:21 says Muhammad is a good model, it means 
Muslims are supposed to follow his example. How can they do 
that if they don’t know how he lived? The details of Muhammad’s 
life are reported in the hadith and not in the Qur’an. While those 
who lived during the time that Muhammad was alive could learn 
from his examples, those who were born later had no other choice 
but to learn the stories narrated about him by his companions. 
Therefore, to follow verse 33.21 one has to know the hadith. 


Furthermore, there are many practices of Islam that are 
essential, but they are not in the Qur’an. All the details of prayers, 
fasting, hajj, which are pillar of Islam are in the hadith. You 
cannot practice Islam if you disregard the hadith. 


All the details of the history of Islam are recorded in the hadith. 
It is only by studying the hadith that we can know about 
Muhammad’s lineage, his life history, his companions, his 
conquests and how Islam expanded. Hadith is history of Islam. 
That is basically what hadith means. You cannot separate any 
person form his history. While the history of Jesus and Moses are 
also recorded in the Bible, along with their teachings, this is not 
the case with the Qur’an. The Pentateuch is the narration of the 
life of Moses and the Gospels are the narrations of the life of 
Jesus. In these books you can find both the teachings and the 
history of these two prophets. That is why these books are self- 
sufficient. The Qur’an is believed to be the word of God which 
contains no narration of the life of the prophet that is allegedly 
conveyor of those words. That is why the hadith is indispensible 
in Islam. Without it Islam makes no sense. Can you tell me 
anything about the life of Muhammad and the practices of Islam 
without referring to the hadith? You can’t. 


I agree that the ahadith should not be taken as the source of 
guidance, but they are the only source of the history of Islam. It is 
simply impossible to disregard them. 


Wahid: 


Hadith literature: Prophet Muhammad’s traditions are those 
given in the Qur’an itself. He didn’t have any other tradition. If he 
had other traditions, he would not have been projected as good 
model in the Qur’an. Therefore, any report of his tradition not 
compatible with the directions of Allah in the Qur’an is false. 


Sina: 


This is an unsubstantiated statement. Let us say I claim to be a 
prophet. In order to fool people, I will preach good things that 
they find agreeable. But since I am a conman and liar, I will live a 
very immoral life. My words and my deeds contradict each other. 
I tell others to be honest while I enrich myself by stealing the 
wealth of others. I preach not to have sex out of marriage, but I 
rape women that I capture in my raids. I tell others that killing is 
wrong, whereas I massacre thousands of innocent people who do 
not believe in me. If you read my book of revelations, you will 
find good teachings in it, but if you read the story of my life 
reported by my own followers, you will see I was a very evil man. 
Should you then disregard the stories reported about me by my 
own devout followers and only listen to my good preaching? You 
certainly won’t get the whole truth from my words. To know the 
truth about any person, you have to also listen to the testimony of 
others about that person. No criminal will confess to his crime, but 
the judge will also listen to the testimony of people who know 
him. 


I agree that some people could be malicious and may falsely 
incriminate an innocent person. But most certainly this is not the 
case when the testimonies come from people who love the 
accused. The hadiths are full of stories of Muhammad’s crimes. 
Those hadiths were narrated and collected by devout Muslims. 
Can you tell us why believers [Muslims] would falsely accuse 
their own beloved prophet of all sorts of crimes? I can understand 
that believers lie to attribute miracles to their prophet, but why 
would they falsely attribute all sorts of crimes to him? 


The crimes of Muhammad reported in the hadith are not a few, 
but they are mutewather, i.e. repeated in several hadiths. Even 
though they may vary in details, which is normal, they are 
consistent and since they come to us from different chains of 
narrations, who at times did not even talk to each other, we are left 
with no choice than to accept the stories of the crimes of 
Muhammad as true. The miracles attributed to him, however, are 
not true. Muhammad himself said in the Qur’an that he did not 
perform any miracle. 


Wahid: 


Defying this fact, some imams and scholars compiled certain 
reports labeling them as Prophet Muhammad’s sayings and 
traditions. No person had been authorized to do that by Allah, nor 
was it necessary. When somebody sets out after the death of 
Prophet Muhammad and his four close companions (the caliphs) 
to find out the traditions of Muhammad and comes up with reports 
not in conformity with the Qur’anic directives, is it not justifiable 
to conclude that such an attempt was made with ulterior motive to 
malign Islam? Thus, we find in ahadith sayings and traditions 
supposed to be Prophet Muhammad’s quite contradictory to what 
Allah conveyed through the Qur’an. For a sample, let me give a 
couple of them. Allah prescribed 100 whippings as punishment to 


each adulterer (Q. 24:2-9), but hadith says that Prophet 
Muhammad had recommended that punishment only in the case of 
the unmarried. The punishment for adultery he prescribed for a 
married person is stoning until death (Sahih Bukhari, Book 
78:629; Book 82:806. www.searchtruth.com Accessed 28-3-09). 
Many Muslim countries have adopted this as Islamic shariat and 
implemented. Acceptance of this hadith has so far led to the death 
of many Muslims in several countries. Another example is: in the 
Qur’an Allah directs us to spend in charity what is left after one’s 
requirement (Q. 2:219) but hadith prescribes zakat at different 
rates for different assets (Sahih Bukhari, Book 24:534. 
www.searchtruth.com Accessed 28-3-09). There are several such 
sayings and traditions reported in ahadith as Muhammad’s. The 
question here is whether Prophet Muhammad would change 
Allah’s order? Prophet Muhammad will never utter a word or act 
against the word of Allah (1.e., the Qur’an). This is clearly 
reminded in the Qur’an. 


17:73, They are almost ready to put you (i.e., Prophet 
Muhammad) in trouble over what We had transmitted to you (by 
asking) you to fabricate in Our name something other than the 
(Our’an) in which case they will accept you as a friend. 


17:74 And had We not made you stand firm, you would have 
certainly swayed a little towards them. 


17:75 In that case We would have made you taste double 
(punishment) in this life and double (punishment) at death. 
Thereafter, you would not have found anyone to defend you 
against Us! 


10:15 But when Our clear verses (i.e., the Qur’an) are recited 
to them, those who do not anticipate meeting with Us would say: 
“Bring a Qur’an other than this or alter this.” Say: “T (.e., 
Prophet Muhammad) cannot change it on my own accord. I only 


follow what is conveyed to me. Indeed I fear the penalty of a great 
Day if I disobey my Lord.” 


Very clearly Allah had not given permission or power to 
Prophet Muhammad (for that matter to any other messenger of 
Allah’s) to change (add, delete or modify) Allah’s revelations. 
Islam is entirely Allah’s religion formulated solely by Him with 
no contribution from any of His creations. 


Sina: 


There are many contradictions between the Qur’an and hadith. 
However, there are also many contradictions within the Qur’an 
itself. Islam is a religion of contradictions. It is a religion 
concocted by Muhammad, who sometimes forgot what he said a 
few years ago or changed his mind as situation dictated. All those 
verses that you quoted are made up by Muhammad himself and 
attributed to his hidden alia to fool the gullible. In my book 
‘Understanding Muhammad’, I have shown clearly that 
Muhammad is the author of the Qur’an, and not God. 


In my debate with Mr. Javed Ahmad Ghamidi and his disciple 
Dr. Khalid Zaheer, I showed clearly how Muhammad in several 
verses said God does not accept intercession and in many other 
verses he said that he is going to intercede for his followers. At 
one place he said that no other prophet but him has this power, 
and in another place he said that even ordinary Muslims are given 
permission to intercede. The contradiction is so obvious that a 
scholar so great as Mr. Ghamidi could not resolve it. If there are 
contradictions between the Qur’an and hadith, it is no surprise to 
me. 


However, I even give you the benefit of the doubt and accept 
that all those hadiths that contradict the Qur’an are false. There are 


countless other hadiths that are incriminatory of Muhammad and 
are NOT in contradiction with the Qur’an but rather confirmed by 
it. 

The truth is that we do not need to resort to hadith to find out 
that Muhammad was a criminal and a charlatan. We can find that 
out from the Qur’an alone. 


Wahid: 


Methodology adopted for documenting ahadith: Let us 
examine the methodology adopted by the compilers of the so- 
called sayings and traditions of Prophet Muhammad. Ali Sina has 
briefly mentioned it. It was said that the compilers independently 
collected the reports from far and near. Then they independently 
formulated criteria to judge the authenticity of the reports in order 
to identify the “genuine” (“sahih” in Arabic) ones. Some of the 
compilers were contemporaries, but yet they did not come to a 
consensus on the criteria for identifying the true sayings or 
traditions of the prophet. Whether the exercise is warranted at all 
as the Qur’an does not mention any such thing, is the question that 
remains unaddressed and unanswered even today. Some of the 
known facts about hadith documentation are: 


(a) It was said that there were over ten hundred thousands of 
reports collected by a compiler (an imam or a scholar who did the 
compilation). From this huge collection, the compiler came down 
to 4000 to 6000 as authentic reports based on the criteria he 
applied. It was said there were several repetitions of the reports in 
the collection. Even if we allow a 50% margin for repetitions, the 
situation would not have changed much — 4000 to 6000 selected 
reports came from five hundred thousand reports. In other words 
99 out of every 100 reports were spurious! In the normal course, a 
scientist (or a rational person) would have rejected the entire 


product as bogus because of the sheer volume of the spurious 
reports in the lot. 


The huge figure of the collected reports also implies that a day 
of Prophet Muhammad’s life (23 years) had generated on an 
average 60 reports as his sayings or traditions. Impossible by any 
yardstick! It is from such a collection of questionable reports, the 
so-called ‘sahih’ (or authentic) ahadith were born. 


Sina: 


Exaggeration is part of the mental makeup of the Middle 
Eastern people and Bukhari was a Persian. This collector of hadith 
bragged that he collected one million hadiths. But no one took that 
number literally. What he intended to say, and everybody 
understood, is that there were ‘many’ other hadiths that he rejected 
on the ground that they were weak. 


Let’s take a look at the size of the hadiths. They range between 
one paragraph-long to three or four pages. The collector had to 
meet the narrators in person; they exchanged greetings and maybe 
sipped tea together. Then the collector pulled out his pen, ink and 
paper and wrote down what the narrator said. How many hadiths 
on average can a person collect in this way? Let us say on average 
each hadith will take one hour to write down. People did not use 
computers and word processors in those days. So, writing was 
slow and they had to be corrected and then classified. The 
collector had to also stop for eating and performing prayers. Let us 
say he was dedicated to his work and spent ten hours every day 
working on their collections. In reality we know that Bukhari was 
an imam and that is how he made a living. So collecting the hadith 
was not his main occupation. Assuming he did nothing else but 
writing hadith, in one day he could not have collected more than 
ten hadiths. We’re also assuming that the narrators were lining up 
to report their stories and there was no waste of time, which of 


course cannot be true. Let us say Bukhari worked six days per 
week. Friday he rested, went to bath and to perform his Jumm/’a 
prayer. So in one week he could not have collected more than 60 
hadith. In one year, assuming this guy never took any vacations, 
never got sick, never had any social life, he could not have 
collected more than 3000 hadiths. Bukhari lived 60 years. If he did 
this for thirty years, all he could have collected were 90,000 
hadiths. To collect one million hadith at such an impossible rate, 
he had to live 400 years. To be realistic, he could not have 
collected more than a few hundred hadiths per year. So in his 
lifetime he may have collected no more than eight to ten thousand 
hadiths, of which he kept 3000 and rejected the rest. You are 
clinging to any straw in order to prove your point. If only you 
pause and analyze what you say, you’d see that it does not add up. 


Your reasoning is based on a logical fallacy. You assume that 
since many hadith are forgeries, then all of them should be thrown 
out. Would you throw out all your money in the garbage if by 
accident they are mixed with a lot of counterfeit money? Of 
course not! You’d try to find the good money and separate them 
from the counterfeit money. That is why the mohadetheen 
established a criterion as to which hadiths are sahih and which 
ones are not. 


Furthermore, there is a lot of consistency in the books of 
hadith. Once you read them, you can get a fairly accurate picture 
of Muhammad that is a lot clearer than what you can learn about 
Jesus and Moses by reading the Bible. 


The fact that you are embarrassed of what the hadith say about 
Muhammad is a good thing, but your desire to hide that dirt under 
the carpet is not honest. It is time for Muslims to wake up and 
accept the bitter truth that Muhammad was a very evil man, and 
that the unflattering reports of his followers about him are not lies. 
There is no reason for believers [hadith collectors] to le about 


their prophet and depict him as a villain. Those stories are true. 
Yes, Muhammad was just as despicable as the hadiths portray 
him. Can you please tell us why in the world people who loved 
Muhammad would invent false stories to portray him as a 
criminal? What happened to the true hadiths? Why are there no 
hadiths portraying Muhammad as a kind and forgiving person? 
Muslims these days are so desperate to find a good story to 
attribute to Muhammad that they have plagiarized a story that 
Bahais tell about their prophet Abdul Baha: 


“The story is that Abdul Baha, who was exiled to Akka, used 
to be abused by an old Arab Muslima every time he passed in 
front of her house. Then for a few days he noticed that she had 
disappeared. Upon enquiring, he was told that the old woman 
was sick. The story then says that Abdul Baha visited her and 


J 


showed her kindness’. 


Muslims have plagiarized this story and say a Jewish woman 
used to abuse Muhammad until she got sick, and recount the rest 
of the story as above. 


You find this story everywhere on the Internet but not in any 
hadith. 


It is not a true story. Muhammad ordered the assassination of 
Asma bint Marwar a Jewess mother of five small children for 
merely composing a poem critical of him. The story circulating 
on Islamic sites is inconsistent with other stories about 
Muhammad. However, it is consistent with how believers love 
to portray their prophet as a holy man. But believers do not 
depict their prophet as a monster. Will you then explain why all 
the Muslims were lying about their prophet to make him look 
like a beast? 


If you deny the hadiths, it is because you are delusional. 


Wahid: 


(b) The criteria used for identification of the authentic reports 
by the compilers were far from satisfactory. They included mostly 
criteria to judge the trustworthiness of the reporters such as 
whether the reporter was a liar, etc. Such criteria are irrelevant and 
not required at all. The only criterion required for authentication 
of the reports is their consistency with the Qur’an because 
whatever Prophet Muhammad had said or done is in accordance 
with Allah’s directions given in the Qur’an (Q. 45:18; 46:9). 
Therefore, if a report is in conformity with the Qur’anic direction, 
it can be accepted. It is immaterial whether the reporter was a liar 
or not. Unfortunately, the compilers had not included the most 
important criterion of consistency with the Qur’an in their 
methodology. This led to the following problems. 


Sina: 


The majority of hadiths are consistent with the Qur’an. 


PART —- 2 


Wahid: 


(a) Non-inclusion of the criterion of consistency led to the 
selection of many reports that were at variance with the Qur’an 
but yet were labelled as authentic by the compilers. 


Sina: 


There is inconsistency even within the Qur’an. Are you 
prepared to reject the Qur’an? 


Wahid: 


(b) It is highly likely that many true reports had also been 
rejected for the same reason. 


Sina: 


If some true reports have been discarded, it’s because they 
were damaging to Islam. Ibn Hisham, who edited the Ibn Ishaq’s 
Sira, and made a recension of it, and then destroying the original 
book, justified his action, saying many of the stories reported by 
Ibn Ishaq were embarrassing Muslims. 


Wahid: 


(c) Had they included the criterion of consistency with the 
Qur’an, the proportion of spurious ahadith in the collection would 
have gone up still further and the ‘authentic’ ahadith would have 
become still less. 


Sina: 


There are plenty of hadiths that are in conformity with the 
Qur’an. They are enough to see Muhammad was a truly evil man. 
In fact, we can see Muhammad was an evil man only through the 
Qur’an. 


Wahid: 


(d) If the criterion of consistency alone had been used, the 
whole exercise would have generated only authentic ahadith (that 
are fully consistent with the Qur’an). The compilers would also 
have found that all the selected reports were mere reflections of 
the verses of the Qur’an. 


Sina: 


As I stated before the ahadith are consistent with the Qur’an. 
From both books we can learn that Muhammad was a ruthless 
tyrant, intolerant and violent. The Qur’an does not portray 
Muhammad and his bogus deity in a different light than the 
hadith. 


Wahid: 
In this context the following questions arise. 


(1) What purpose would be served by including criteria about 
the trustworthiness of the reporters if the report is in conformity 
with the Qur’anic messages? 


Sina: 


This is an absurd question. So you think the mohadetheen had 
to accept the tales of any liar if that suited their bias? 


There are many claims made in the Qur’an that Allah is 
companionate and forgiving. However, there is not a single act of 
compassion and forgiveness in the life of Muhammad and even his 
Allah, who is portrayed as a fearsome sadist torturer. Would it 
have been okay if someone fabricated a few stories about 
Muhammad’s forgiveness and ought the mohadetheen to have 
accepted those tales even if the person reporting them was a 
proven liar? 


Wahid: 


(2) Knowing fully well that Prophet Muhammad would never 
say or act against the Qur’anic directions, Islamic scholars who 
collected and compiled the ahadith did not include the criterion of 
“consistency with Qur’an” in the authentication procedure, why? 


Sina: 


Apart from the fact that this question is loaded and as I said 
above, hadiths in most cases are in full conformity with the 
Qur’an; there are also many instances that Muhammad said one 
thing in the Qur’an and then did something else. Funny thing is 
that he sometimes made Allah approve his crimes, e.g. he burned 
the trees of the Banu Nadir and wrote the verse 59:5 saying 
Whether ye cut down (O ye Muslim!) the tender palm-trees, or ye 
left them standing on their roots, it was by leave of Allah, and in 
order that He might cover with shame the rebellious transgresses. 


If you start accepting the fact that the Qur’an is not the words 
of God but those of Muhammad, things will make a lot more sense 
to you and the mystery that is boggling Muslim scholars will be 
solved. 


Wahid: 


(3) What is the necessity of considering any criterion other than 
the “consistency of the report with the Qur’an” for identification 
of the authentic ones? 


Sina: 
We are repeating ourselves. 


Wahid: 


The whole exercise of documenting the so-called ahadith 
smacks of ulterior motive of maligning Islam and Allah’s 
messenger. Non-inclusion of the criterion of “consistency of the 
report with the Qur’an” in the authentication methodology can 
only be seen as a deliberate act in order to facilitate the entry of 
spurious reports into the document tarnishing the image of Prophet 


Muhammad and Islam. To conceal the evil motive behind the 
collection of spurious reports, the compilers had _ cleverly 
incorporated harmless and reasonable-looking reports also into the 
hadith literature. Irrespective of the harmful or harmless nature, 
the authenticity of the reports should have been based solely on 
the consistency of the report with the Qur’an. Certainly the effort 
of the enemies to malign Islam and Prophet Muhammad through 
the introduction of hadith literature has paid off as evidenced from 
the sheer impact of ahadith on Muslim community. The worst 
thing ever to happen to Islam was that ahadith split the 
community. 


Sina: 


Really? So all those Muslims who reported the hadiths and all 
those great imams who dedicated their entire lives to collecting 
them were enemies of Islam trying to malign Muhammad? 


What was the motivation of these crooks, dear Prof. Wahid? 
Why did the good Muslims who loved Muhammad not protest and 
why did no one write down the “true” history of Muhammad? 
Why for 1400 years did Muslims read all those lies and no one 
saw anything wrong in them until recently when the westerners 
started raising their eyebrows? 


Muslims have been waging war, killing people and dying for 
their faith following the examples of the early Muslims whom 
Muhammad said are the salaf and the best of the believers and 
now you tell us that they had an ulterior motive to malign Islam!! 
What was their ulterior motive? 


Funny thing is that when the westerners convert to Islam, it 
does not take long before they too accept the hadith. So it does not 
take a genius to see that once Islam becomes a world religion and 
Muslim do not have to pretend anything to fool others, the denial 


of hadiths will end and people like you will not have to strive 
fooling others. 


Wahid: 


At the time of compilation of ahadith, Muslim community was 
a single community because all the Muslims followed the one 
source of guidance — the Qur’an. At the time of compiling the so- 
called ahadith, the imams and scholars did a crucial mistake 
advertently or inadvertently by not giving a comprehensive 
account of the Islamic traditions in vogue at that time. Those were 
the traditions percolated down from the time of Prophet 
Muhammad. In fact those traditions constituted the true Islam, 
which made the Muslim community of that time a coherent 
Qur’an-following group. With the advent of  ahadith, 
contradictions arose and cracks started developing in the Muslim 
community. Today there are several groups and denominations in 
the Muslim world. The sole cause is hadith literature! 


Sina: 


Cracks started developing in the Muslim community right after 
the death of Muhammad as his close companions started to fight 
over power. Perhaps you should recall the battle of Camel 
between Muhammad’s favorite wife Aisha and his cousin and son- 
in-law Ali. Also remember the massacre of the unarmed kahwarij 
by Ali. These killings had little to do with hadith. They were over 
power. 


The struggle for power between the descendants of Ali, Abbas 
and Abu Sufyan started right after the death of the 4" caliph, 
while the hadith were compiled two to three hundred years after 
Hijra. 


Wahid: 


Ahadith also provided the much needed weapon to the critics 
of Islam. They use ahadith to depict Islam as the worst form 
ideology or religion. None counters them because nearly all 
Muslims in the world not only accept ahadith but treat them above 
the Qur’an. What more the enemies of Islam can aspire for from 
their cleverly introduced ahadith literature into the Muslim 
community. A rough estimate would indicate that more than 80% 
of what a Muslim does in his life in the name of Islam is not in the 
light of the Qur’an but in the light of ahadith. It never occurs to 
him that by accepting many of the spurious ahadith he is depicting 
Muhammad as a prophet who had not only defied Allah but 
fabricated messages against His will. 


Sina: 


Criticism of Islam is a new phenomenon. It did not exist before 
because anyone who dared to criticize Islam was killed before 
they could criticize it. 


So you are saying that all those good Muslims wrote all those 
damning books and lied about their beloved prophet to provide 
fodder for the critics of Islam? How nice of them. But what was 
their motivation? 


Wahid: 
Questions to Ali Sina based on the above discussion: 


The sheer scale of reduction from over ten lakhs of the 
collected reports to the range of 4000-6000 as the “authentic ones” 
speaks for itself about the bogus nature of the collected matter. 
None with a scientific mindset will accept any of these reports. 
Anyone who reads Sahih Bukhari or Muslim will soon recognize 


the worthlessness and unreliability of a major portion of the 


reports in spite of the fact that the entire document is treated 
“sahih”. A clear proof of uncertainty over the validity of ahadith is 
Ali Sina’s evaluation of hadith based on his rationale before he 
accepts a hadith. Ali Sina knows very well (although he does not 
mention it) that his method of assessment is purely subjective and 
is not objective as it is based on his commonsense. In other words, 
a hadith he accepts as true based on his rationale from the sahih 
hadith literature need not be accepted by another person and vice 
versa. Nevertheless, recognition of the need for rational 
assessment of a hadith prior to its acceptance by him implies that 
he is not at all certain of the veracity of the hadith. At the same 
time Ali Sina is either ignorant or he totally forgets that the 
evaluation of a hadith from the so-called sahih literature and 
making selection from it is equally meaningless because both the 
hadith he accepts and the hadith he rejects are the products of the 
same authentication procedure adopted by the compilers. It is so 
naive of him to claim that the hadith that suits his rationality 
originated from Prophet Muhammad and the hadith not 
convincing to him originated from elsewhere. 


Sina: 


I already answered this point. The 1,000,000 hadith is an 
exaggeration. It is impossible for a man to compile this many 
hadith in his lifetime. It would take one person 1000 years to 
compile 1,000,000 hadiths. At the rate of 1,000 hadiths per year, 
he has to work really fast. The real number of hadiths Bukhari 
collected could not have been more than 10,000 and that is a lot of 
hadith for one man to collect in his lifetime. 


Also my criterion about accepting and rejecting a hadith is 
quite logical. I accept hadiths that are logical and repeated even if 
they are damning to Muhammad, because I see no reason that 
devout believers who loved their prophet would incriminate him 


with libel. In fact, in most these hadiths we see also the narrator’s 
justification of Muhammad’s crimes. This shows that they were 
aware that what he did was evil. 


I also reject hadiths that attribute miracles to Muhammad. That 
is because in several places in the Qur’an Muhammad denied to 
have the power to perform miracles. He said that other prophets 
were given the power of miracles while his miracle is the Qur’an. 


I also accept the hadiths that are neither recriminatory nor 
miraculous, such as how to perform ablution, prayers, cure 
stomach-ache (drink camel urine), the stories of the miraj, etc. 
There are also many passages in the Qur’an that are quite 
incomprehensible on their own until one reads the reason for their 
“revelation,” and that reason is found in the hadith. Without 
tafseer one cannot understand the Qur’an properly and tafseer is 
based on hadith. The entire history of Islam is based on hadith. 
The Sunnah of Muhammad is also based on hadith. Without hadith 
there can be no Islam. 


Wahid: 


It will be only in the fitness of things that Ali Sina re-examine 
his criticisms of Prophet Muhammad and Islam based on ahadith 
in the light of the above facts. He talks of rationality and common 
sense in his judgement of a subject. See his following statement 
(www.faithfreedom.org/2001/03/1 8/absurdities-of-hadith-and-muslims-denial/). 

“So when | talk about common sense, | am not talking about 
the commonsense of a religious fanatic, but about the common 
sense that is supported by “real” science and approved by “real” 
scientists. | put the word real between quotation marks because 
all religions have made their own version of pseudo-science and 
have their own brand of pseudo-scientists and pseudo- 
philosophers. What charlatans like Maurice Bucaille and Keith 


Moore have said about the Qur’an is not science. It is sheer 
nonsense made up to fill their bank accounts.” 


If he sticks to rationality as he claims, he should prove hadith 
literature is authentic. Ali Sina uses hadith as a double-edged 
weapon against Prophet Muhammad and Islam. To say the least, it 
comes in handy to everyone who wants to criticize Islam. 
Depending on his rationale, Ali Sina accepts or rejects hadith to 
his advantage with the sole intention of criticizing Prophet 
Muhammad and Islam. This is not the kind of rationality and 
commonsense he claimed in his statement. In science, we look at 
the adequacy of methodology followed in the study. The validity 
of the conclusions drawn from a study depends on_ the 
appropriateness of the method used in respect of the objectives of 
the study. If the method is not commensurate with the objective of 
the study, the conclusions drawn from the study cannot be 
accepted. Therefore if his criticism is to be valid he should prove 
that the hadith literature he uses is genuine or else he should stop 
using ahadith for that purpose. That is the ethics in science. 


Sina: 


It is not up to me to prove the hadiths are authentic. They are 
believed to be true by most Muslims and for 1400 years there was 
no argument about their authenticity. It is up to you to prove that 
all of them are not authentic. 


My criterion in accepting or rejecting a hadith is based on 
logic. If a hadith makes outlandish claims, that hadith is most 
likely false. For example, if a hadith says Muhammad put his 
hands in a bucket of water and water gushed out of his fingers to 
such an extent that an entire army drank from it and their thirst 
was quenched, I reject that hadith as bogus. Muhammad could not 
perform miracles. The poor man was afflicted by all sorts of 
ailments and all he did was cupping, a ancient Chinese method of 


healing that is now proven to be ineffective, to alleviate his pains. 
But there is a hadith that says Muhammad was invited by an Arab 
who served him two shoulders of a goat. Muhammad ate them and 
asked for more. His host responded, “I served you two shoulders 
already. How many shoulders a goat has?” Muhammad responded, 
“If you had not said this, you could have given me as many 
shoulders as I asked for.” This hadith may be true. The difference 
is that in the first hadith the claim is made that Muhammad did 
perform a miracle. That cannot be true because the Qur’an affirms 
that he didn’t. In the second hadith Muhammad wants to make 
believe that he is capable of performing miracles, but no miracle is 
performed. So it is not unlikely that Muhammad lied about his 
alleged powers to impress his host. My criterion in accepting or 
rejecting a hadith is logical thinking. 


On the other hand you decide to reject hadiths because they 
reveal your beloved prophet was a criminal. This is subjective 
reasoning. You want to get rid of the evidence. 


A few years ago I had a long debate with Edip Yuksel, the head 
of submitters and a ‘Qur’an-only’ Muslim. He argued that since 
hadiths make Muhammad look like a criminal and that is not 
possible because he was the best example, then we have no other 
option but to accept that the hadiths are false. Talk about Circular 
Reasoning and Begging the Question fallacies. You are engaging 
in the same fallacies. 


Wahid: 


The imams and scholars who produced the sahih hadith 
literature assumed that the sayings and traditions of Prophet 
Muhammad can form additional source of religious guidance in 
Islam. This assumption as well as the criteria they used for 
judging the authenticity of hadith reports would not have seemed 
incorrect to the people 1200 years ago, but to modern minds, they 


are too inadequate and inefficient to generate authentic reports of 
Prophet’s sayings and traditions. 


Sina: 


Actually this additional source of religious guidance in Islam is 
necessary. Unlike the Bible, the Qur’an cannot be understood 
without a compendium. The Bible is the word of man, inspired by 
God. These men narrated a story that is complete. They provided 
the context as well as the teachings. The Qur’an is the direct 
message of God with no contextual story. No part of the Qur’an 
can be understood without tafseer. Let us look at the verse 9:5. 

“So when the sacred months have passed away, then slay the 


J 


idolaters wherever you find them, and take them captives...’ 


Can you tell us which these four months are? The verse 9:36 
explains, 

“Indeed, the number of months with Allah is twelve (lunar) 
months in the register of Allah (from) the day He created the 
heavens and the earth, of these, four are sacred.” 


But see it does not tell us which are these four sacred months. 
When is the time to slay the unbelievers? This information is in 
the hadith. 


“A year has twelve months, four of which are sacred, three 
consecutive, Thul-Qi’dah, Thul-Hijjah, Muharram, and Rajab, 
which comes between Jumaadaa and Sha’baan.”’ [Al-Bukhaari] 


This is one of countless examples. The Qur’an without the 
hadith is incomplete and incomprehensible. 


Wahid: 


Although Ali Sina speaks of scientific judgement and the like, 
why did he not examine the veracity of the ahadith literature 


scientifically and confirm whether they originated from Prophet 
Muhammad? This exercise is binding on him because he is 
spitting fire on a legendary figure and the fastest growing 
religion in the world. But he doesn’t appear to be bothered about 
these aspects as evidenced from his statement on the webpage 
cited: 


“I am not interested and none of us is qualified to determine the 
methodology that was used for accepting or rejecting a Hadith 
based on Fann-i-Riwaayat. These are old stories. All those who 
reported them are dead more than a thousand years ago and we 
have no way to verify their trustworthiness.” 


If he is not certain that the hadith he uses had originated from 
Prophet Muhammad, he is cheating the entire people who visit 
his website. Why should he do that? He also tries to justify the 
use of ahadith by quoting another author: 


“At this moment the only method left to determine the sihhat 
(soundness) of a hadith is Fann-i-Daraaya and its compatibility with 
the Qur’an. The Islamic scholar Asif Iftikhar writes, ‘Therefore, a 
hadith can be regarded as a source of religious guidance only if the 
basis of that hadith exists in the Qur’an or the Sunnah or the 
established principles of human nature and intellect. Moreover, it 
should not be contradictory to any of these bases’ (from ‘The 
Authenticity of Hadith’).” 


This is not what one calls scientific approach. He cannot 
escape from the question of confirming the validity of hadith by 
citing the comments of other authors and forgetting the issue. He 
should realize that the remarks of the author cited by him are not 
consistent with the Qur’an as the Qur’an does not even hint at 
another source of guidance in Islam or to follow anything other 
than the Qur’an (see the verses 33:2; 6:51 given above). 


Sina: 


So you want me to prove that the hadith originated from 
Muhammad. Let me throw the ball back into your court and ask 
you to first prove that the Qur’an is the word of God or even prove 
that it is collected as it was “revealed” to Muhammad without any 
changes. The collection of the Qur’an took place in a very similar 
way that the collection of hadiths took place. 


I see no reason to doubt the veracity of many hadiths that were 
reported by the devout followers in many different forms and 
through several chains of narrations. There are over a dozen of 
hadiths that say Aisha reported she was 6 years old when she was 
given in marriage to Muhammad, that she was playing on a swing 
when her mother fetched her, washed her face and took her to 
Muhammad, that nothing “surprised her’ more than when 
Muhammad “‘came to her on the same forenoon,” that she used to 
play with dolls with other littler girls who used to hide when 
Muhammad came to the room, that Muhammad also played dolls 
with them. Why should we believe that all these hadiths reported 
by different chains of narrators are false? The only reason why 
you wish these hadiths were false is because they show your 
beloved prophet was a pedophile and this is something you have 
difficulty accepting. Well, I think you should swallow the bitter 
pul of truth. 


I use the same methodology used by other Muslim scholars, 1.e. 
the Fann-i-Daraayat, to determine the authenticity of a hadith. 
This is the right logical approach. On the other hand, your 
approach that all hadiths must be discarded because Bukhari said 
he collected a million hadiths but only kept 4,000 of them, is 
absurd. 


Will you tell me why Muslims would forge stories about 
massacres of Muhammad, his killings of the prisoners of war, his 
raids without warning on people who had gone out tending to their 


herds and were unarmed, his rapes of the women captured in wars, 
his torture, etc, etc? It makes no sense that so many believers lie to 
make their own prophet look like a villain. If these hadiths are 
false, what happened to the real stories about Muhammad? Why 
did no Muslims report those good stories? Why Christians and the 
followers of other faiths did not libel their prophet? 


When I first said this to my mother, she said these stories were 
collected by the Jews to give the Prophet a bad name. Yep, it must 
have been the ghosts of the Jews that Muhammad massacred. For 
heaven’s sake, how delusional Muslims want to be? Instead of 
trying to fool ourselves, we better adhere to Occam’s Raiser and 
accept the fact that Muhammad was indeed as evil as the hadiths 
say he was. This is consistent with the Qur’an too. 


Wahid: 


Ali Sina, your website is full of dirty comments and derogatory 
remarks about Prophet Muhammad and Islam. You have certainly 
made many people believe what you post on your website are 
correct as can be inferred from the readers’ comments. They have 
absolutely no idea about the genuineness of the sayings and 
traditions you quote from hadith literature. What you do at your 
website is an extremely unfair thing. 


Sina: 


People don’t listen to what I say. They use their own 
intelligence and come to their own conclusion. I am not asking 
anyone to believe blindly in anything I say. I invite anyone to 
refute what I say, and unlike Muslims, I do not practice 
censorship. Our forums are open to anyone to prove me wrong and 
set the records straight. 


Wahid: 


Based on the foregoing discussion, the following questions 
are put to you expecting rational and scientific response. 


1) Subjecting the hadith to rational assessment before 
selection by you is a clear admission of uncertainty over the 
authenticity of the hadith. What are your specific reasons for 
suspicion about the authenticity of the “sahih ahadith” 
literature? 


2) What makes you think that a hadith selected by you 
applying your commonsense had originated from Prophet 
Muhammad and the one rejected by you had not originated from 
Prophet Muhammad, when you know the entire collection of 
“sahih ahadith” authored by a particular scholar is the product 
resulted from the same authentication procedure? 


3) Do you agree that if your criticisms about Islam and 
Prophet Muhammad are to be valid, the ahadith on which you 
base your allegation should have originated from Prophet 
Muhammad)? If yes, have you ever confirmed the authenticity of 
the hadith? If not, don’t you think all your criticisms based on 
ahadith are meaningless? What kind of rationale it is to criticize 
Islam and its prophet with spurious information and call the 
religion nonsense? 


P.A. Wahid 


Sina: 
I already answered these questions. I do not accept hadiths 
that attribute miracles to Muhammad, because miracles are 


unproven and also because Muhammad in the Qur’an confessed 
he cannot perform miracles. 


I do however accept the stories about Muhammad’s atrocities 
because I see no reason why believers would forge such stories 
to incriminate the man they love more than their parents. 


A criminal will always try to tell good things about himself. 
The Judge however will not pay attention to his bragging about 
his virtues but will pick those statements that he makes that 
incriminate him. Muslims can say a million things about 
Muhammad’s greatness. They are worth nothing. Believers lie to 
make their prophet look holy. But if devout Muslims like the 
early companions of Muhammad report stories that make him 
look like a criminal, those reports should be taken seriously 
because they are confessions. 


As for hadiths about how to perform the religious rituals, and 
the explanations Muhammad gave about how the universe is 
made, I accept them also as true because I see no benefit for 
anyone in fabricating such stories. 


There are hadiths where Muhammad brags about himself, 
which I have no reason to doubt their authenticity, even though 
what he claims is outlandish. For example, Muhammad reports 
that a Nestorian monk recognized him as the prophet before 
even he himself knew about it, or he mounted on a horsy to 
travel to the seventh heaven and there he led other prophets in 
prayer, or that the angels were aiding him in his wars, etc. These 
are irrational claims but there is no reason to doubt that 
Muhammad told those stories. In fact, we find many such stories 
also in the Qur’an. The splitting of the Moon is utterly irrational. 
This story is also rehashed in the Qur’an. So the hadith is not a 
forgery. Except that the moon has never split and what 
Muhammad saw and misunderstood as splitting the moon may 
have been an entirely different thing. See this explanation. 


www.faithfreedom.org/Articles/sina40928p14.htm 


Part- 3 


Wahid: 


Dear Ali Sina, I have read your response. But I am 
disappointed to see you have left my question unanswered. 


What I broached was typically a question relevant to discussion 
or debate on any subject (although in the present context, the 
subject happened to be Islam). The point is this: When a person 
uses certain literature to base his argument, he should not have 
any misgivings about the veracity of the information on which he 
bases his argument. (Please note that I am questioning the basis of 
your argument and not the argument per se. Only if an argument is 
based on valid information, can we have fruitful debate). Quoting 
examples from your web pages, I have clearly established that you 
are quite unsure of the authenticity of the hadiths which you use to 
tarnish the image of Prophet Muhammad and Islam. Accordingly, 
I put three questions to you raising the issue of the validity of your 
arguments against Prophet and Islam based on hadith literature 
whose authenticity is doubtful to yourself. But in your response 
you avoided those questions; instead you concentrated on other 
issues. The question I raised remained unanswered. 


Sina: 


Dear Prof. Wahid, I did answer your three questions. I repeat 
them again. 


Wahid: 


Q 1: What are your specific reasons for suspicion about the 
authenticity of the “sahih ahadith” literature? 


Sina: 


A. If a hadith attributes miracles to Muhammad, I reject that 
hadith. Muhammad in the Qur’an confessed he is unable to 
perform miracles. 


Wahid: 


Q 2: What makes you think that a hadith selected by you 
applying your commonsense had_ originated from Prophet 
Muhammad and the one rejected by you had not originated from 
Prophet Muhammad? 


Sina: 


A. The answer is the same as above. If a hadith attributes 
miracles to Muhammad, that hadith is false. If it attributes cruelty 
and evilness to Muhammad, it must be true. The logic is clear. It is 
not characteristic for believers to portray their beloved prophet as 
a villain. If they do and to such an overwhelming extent, it follows 
that those stories must be true and should be considered as 
confessions. 


Wahid: 


Q 3: Do you agree that if your criticisms about Islam and 
Prophet Muhammad are to be valid, the ahadith on which you 
base your allegation should have originated from Prophet 
Muhammad? If yes, have you ever confirmed the authenticity of 
the hadith? If not, don’t you think all your criticisms based on 
ahadith are meaningless? What kind of rationale it is to criticize 
Islam and its prophet with spurious information and call the 
religion nonsense ? 


Sina: 


A. I do not have to confirm the authenticity of the hadiths 
because I have no reason to doubt their authenticity. These hadiths 
were rigorously screened more than a thousand years ago and 
were accepted as the only authentic biography of Muhammad. If 
we reject them, the very existence of Muhammad can become 


dubious. It is up to you to convince us why these stories are to be 
rejected and what happened to the “real” biography of 
Muhammad? Why did thousands of Muslims who were ready to 
kill their own parents and brothers for Muhammad lie to malign 
him and how could all their lies match? Generally liars contradict 
each other. The stories of the atrocities of Muhammad are 
consistent. They only vary in detail, which is normal because 
memories fail. But the stories are parallel and sometimes identical. 
There is no logical reason to assume such hadiths are false. The 
fact that they embarrass you is not reason to doubt their 
authenticity. 


Wahid: 


You have raised several hadith-related questions in your 
response as if they will provide answer to the question I had 
asked. The issues which you raised are oft-repeated and routine 
ones. But since you have asked those questions, let me give you 
my views. 


You wrote: “/f the verse 33:21 says Muhammad is a good 
model, it means Muslims are supposed to follow his example. How 
can they do that if they don’t know how he lived? The details of 
Muhammad’s life are reported in the hadith and not in the 
Qur’an. While those who lived during the time that Muhammad 
was alive could learn from his examples, those who were born 
later had no other choice but to learn the stories narrated about 
him by his companions. Therefore, to follow verse 33.21 one has 
to know the hadith”. 


“Furthermore, there are many practices of Islam that are 
essential but they are not in the Qur’an. All the details of prayers, 
fasting, hajj, which are pillar of Islam are in the hadith. You 
cannot practice Islam if you disregard the hadith”. 


I had already given in my previous rebuttal that according to 
the Qur’an, Prophet Muhammad conveyed to the people only what 
was revealed to him by God (1.e., the Qur’an), he had followed 
only those revelations (i.e., the Qur’an), and he had not made any 
change (including deletion or addition) to what was revealed to 
him. Allah has protected all those revelations (1.e., the Qur’an) in 
its pristine form as promised by Him. 


46:2 The revelation of this Book is from Allah, the Mighty, the 
Wise. 


15:9 We have indeed sent down this Reminder (i.e., the Qur’an) 
and We will certainly guard it. 


That being the truth, we have no reason to doubt that Prophet 
Muhammad had said or done anything more, less or different from 
the Qur’an. The Qur’an is what he preached and what he practised 
in his life. In other words, the Qur’an is the Sunnah of Prophet 
Muhammad. Ali Sina says one has to look into the historical 
accounts (hadiths) to know how he lived. Okay, fine. I am not 
against hadiths but my point is that only those hadiths which are 
consistent with the Qur’an are to be deemed authentic because 
Prophet lived in accordance with the Qur’an. But the selection of 
‘authentic’ hadiths was based on other criteria which I had 
discussed in my previous rebuttal. 


Sina: 


I already explained that the argument of consistency is not a 
tenable argument. That is because there is NO consistency even 
within the Qur’an. I also said that the Qur’an is what Muhammad 
said and the hadiths are what his companions reported about him. 
Suppose I claim to be a prophet and preach good things to fool 
others, but I live a despicable life. Would you judge me only by 
my words or would you take into account my deeds? The deeds of 
Muhammad are reported by his followers. We cannot ignore them. 


As a believer, you may feel ashamed of what your prophet did, 
which you should, but you have the choice to reject him. Instead, 
you prefer to hide your head under the sand and wish that all those 
crimes attributed to him were lies. This is not honest. Why would 
the close companions of Muhammad who loved him more than 
their parents libel him? Will you answer this question? You 
already claimed that these people deliberately lied to malign their 
prophet and to provide excuses for his critics, but you did not tell 
us why they would do such thing. This makes no sense. They 
loved Muhammad just as you do. You are doing all mental 
gymnastics to deny those charges. Why would these Muslims, 
who according to Muhammad were the salaf and the best of 
believers, malign him? 


For the sake of argument, let us only accept the hadiths that do 
not contradict the Qur’an. There is still plenty of hadiths left to 
show the man you worship was a thug. 


Wahid: 


The question Ali Sina raised is whether the information on 
prayers and rites given in the Qur’an is sufficient enough to put 
them into practice. Why not? The prayers mentioned in the Qur’an 
are: Daily obligatory prayers (swalat), charity (zakat), fasting 
(soum), pilgrimage (hajj and umrah), remembrance of Allah, 
praising Allah, etc. Of these, people generally ask, “how will you 
perform obligatory prayer with the Qur’anic information alone?” 
This question is often asked because the prayer involves physical 
actions such as bowing down, prostration, etc. Let me explain the 
mode of prayer with the Qur’anic information. 


Method of performing the obligatory prayer: 


The verses 2:239 and 4:101-103 give information on how to 
perform the Prayer. Besides, these verses also tell us the special 


instructions given to Prophet Muhammad in respect of Praying 
during wartimes: 


2:239 If you fear (an enemy), then (Pray) walking or riding (on 
animal). When you are secure, then remember Allah (i.e., do the 
Prayer) in the manner He taught you, which you were ignorant of 


(before). 


The Qur’anic verse 2:239 reveals that Allah had taught Prophet 
Muhammad the method of Praying. This is certainly needed 
because Prayer involves physical actions like bowing down 
(rukooh) and prostration (sujood) which are to be demonstrated 
for clarity. It was that method (taught by Allah), Prophet 
Muhammad had followed and which he asked his people to 
follow. 


[Note: A hadith in Sahih Bukhari recounts the visit of Gabriel 
to teach Prophet Muhammad how to pray. The hadith is 
acceptable. 


“Narrated Abi Mas’ud Al-Ansari: Once in Iraq, Al-Mughira 
bin Shu’ba delayed his prayers and Abi Mas’ud Al-Ansari went to 
him and said, “O Mughira! What is this? Don’t you know that 
once Gabriel came and offered the prayer and Allah’s Apostle 
prayed too, then he prayed again and so did Allah’s Apostle and 
again he prayed and Allah’s Apostle did the same; again he 
prayed and so did Allah’s Apostle and again prayed and so did 
Allah’s Apostle and said, “I was ordered to do so.” (Sahihul 
Bukhari, Hadith Part-I(Malayalam, 2007). Chapter 13, No. 309, 
p. 113. Islamic Publishing House, Kozhikode, Kerala, India) 


Allah had also permitted Prophet Muhammad to shorten the 
Prayer while on journey if problems from enemies were expected: 
“When you are on journey on the earth, there is no blame on you 
if you shorten your Prayer fearing that the unbelievers may create 
problems to you. Verily, the unbelievers are manifest enemy to 
you.” (Q. 4:101). When you (i.e., Prophet Muhammad) are with 


them and stand to lead them in Prayer, let a section of them stand 
up (in Prayer) with you taking their arms with them. Then after 
they did prostration, let them take position in the rear and let the 
other section which has not yet Prayed come and Pray with you 
taking all precaution and carrying their arms. The unbelievers 
wish you were careless about your arms and your baggage so that 
they can assault you in a single ambush. But there is no blame on 
you if you keep your arms down because of the inconvenience 
caused by rain or you have fallen ill. But take (every) precaution 
for yourselves. Verily, Allah has kept for the unbelievers a 
humiliating punishment (Q. 4:102). When you finish the Prayer, 
remember Allah standing, sitting or lying down on your sides. But 
when peace comes (and you are secure), do the Prayer in the 
regular manner. Verily, the Prayer is enjoined on believers at 
fixed times (Q. 4:103). 


Verse 4:102 tells us that during journey if any problem from 
enemy was expected, the Prayer was performed by Prophet 
Muhammad and his companions in a shortened way in accordance 
with Allah’s directive. One group after doing the prostration 
(sujood), 1.e., first rakat, went to the rear for guard and the other 
people (who were till then keeping guard) were asked to join the 
Prayer with Prophet to do the remaining part of the Prayer. In 
effect, each group Prayed one rakat and Prophet Muhammad did 
two rakats. In verse 4:103, Allah directs to do the Prayer in the 
regular way at other times. These verses indicate that the number 
of rakats in the regular Prayer is two; which can be shortened to 
one in the circumstances mentioned above (Q. 4:101). 


[Note: A hadith in Sahih Bukhari informs us of the number of 
rakats thus. “Narrated Aisha: When Allah enjoined the prayer, He 
enjoined two rakats only (in every prayer) both while in residence 
or on journey. Afterwards, (the rakats of) prayers offered on 
journey remained the same, while (the rakats of) prayers in 
residence were increased.” (Sahihul Bukhari, Hadith Part- 


I(Malayalam, 2007). Chapter 8, No. 222, p. 80. Islamic Publishing 
House, Kozhikode, Kerala, India) The first sentence of the hadith 
agrees well with the Qur’an and hence it is acceptable. In that, 
Aisha told the method that was being followed. But the second 
sentence is against the Qur’anic revelation and hence not 
acceptable. We can very well take the first sentence as authentic 
and accept two rakats uniformly for all Prayers. | 


Prayer direction: 


Allah made the Sacred Mosque (Masjid-al-haram) in Makkah 
where Ka’ba is situated as the Prayer direction (gibla) for 
Muslims. Earlier the Prayers were done in the direction of Masjid- 
al-agsa (or Baitul muqgaddas) in Jerusalem. Allah ordained the 
new direction when He saw Prophet Muhammad turning his face 
towards the sky for guidance from Him on Prayer direction. 
Allah’s instruction to Prophet Muhammad was: “We see you (O 
Prophet Muhammad!) turning your face towards the sky (for 
guidance). So We will turn you to a Prayer direction (gqibla) 
pleasing to you. You turn your face in the direction of the Sacred 
Mosque (Masjid-al-haram in Makkah where Ka’bais situated). 
Wherever you are, turn your faces in its direction. The People of the 
Book certainly know that it is the truth from their Lord. And Allah is 
not unmindful of what they do (Q. 2:144). And from wherever you 
start (for Prayer), turn your face towards the Sacred Mosque. That 
is indeed the truth from your Lord. And Allah is not unmindful of 
what you do (Q. 2:149). And wherever you are, turn your face 
towards it so that there will be no ground for people to argue 
against you except the wicked among them. So fear them not, but 
fear Me so that I complete My favours (i.e., the Qur’an) on you and 
you become guided on the right path (Q. 2:150). These verses tell us 
that we should do the Prayer (salat) in the direction of Ka’ba. 


Prayer times: 


Allah asks us to seek help from Him with patience and Prayer 
(OO. 71535) 


2:153 O believers! Seek help (from Allah) with patience and 
Prayer. Certainly Allah is with the patient ones. 


This verse suggests that one can Pray to Allah any number of 
times a day. Nevertheless, Allah has stipulated obligatory Prayers 
also for the believers at fixed times. 


11:114 And establish the Prayer at the two ends of the day and 
in the early hours of the night. Indeed good annuls evil. This is a 
reminder to the mindful. 


The verse tells us that the obligatory Prayers are at three fixed 
times namely, at the two ends of the day and the early hours of the 
night. These times correspond to Morning Prayer (at dawn), 
evening Prayer close to the sunset, and Prayer after it 1s dark. 


[Note: A hadith also informs us of the three timings for the 
obligatory Prayer. “Narrated Ibn Masud: A man kissed a woman 
and then went to the Prophet and informed him. Then Allah 
revealed: Offer prayers perfectly at the two ends of the day and in 
the early hours of the night. Verily, good deeds remove the evil 
deeds. The man asked: “O Prophet of Allah! Is it for me?” 
Prophet said, “It is for all my followers.” (Sahihul Bukhari, 
Hadith Part-1 (Malayalam, 2007) Chapter 13, No. 311, p. 114. 
Islamic Publishing House, Kozhikode, Kerala, India) The hadith 
agrees with the Qur’an (Q. 11:114) and is hence acceptable. | 


Morning Prayer (salatil fajr) and night Prayer (salatil isha) 
were mentioned by name in the verse 24:58 and the middle Prayer 
(salatil wusta) was mentioned in verse 2:238. The middle Prayer 
(salatil wusta) is also given considerable importance in Islam. 


Thus it can be seen that Allah taught Prophet Muhammad 
(through Gabriel) the method of performing the Prayer. It is that 
method Prophet Muhammad and his companions followed and 
which was transmitted down through subsequent generations. 
Even in the absence of entire hadith literature, the method of 
Prayer (standing, bowing down and prostration) would certainly 


have percolated down from one generation to the other. The 
method is not what Prophet Muhammad designed and formulated. 
Allah has done that and taught through demonstration by Gabriel. 
Those who follow the Qur’an do the obligatory prayer three times 
a day (at the two ends of the day and when the darkness hardens 
after the sunset). Each prayer will have two rakats. We have to do 
ablution just before the prayer and perform the prayer in the 
direction of the Ka’ba. This is what Allah has asked us to do. So it 
is very clear. 


I have also cited three hadiths which are consistent with the 
Qur’an. So they are acceptable. These hadiths also show that 
Prophet did the prayer in accordance with the directives given in 
the Qur’an and in the way he was taught by Gabriel as per the 
order of Allah. So Prophet’s Sunnah is the Qur’an itself. 


Thus it can be shown that anybody can do the prayer as per the 
Qur’anic details. This is true for any other rites mentioned in the 
Qur’an. We are ordered to follow only what is given in the Qur’an 
and nothing else. 


6:153 And this is My (i.e., Allah’s) path, the straight one; 
therefore follow it. And do not follow (other) paths because they 
will split you from His (i.e., Allah’s) path. Thus He (Allah) 
instructs you with it (i.e., the Qur’an) that you may become 
careful. 


The problem comes when you want to do some prayer that is 
not mentioned in the Qur’an or not in accordance with the 
Qur’an. Had Ali Sina realized that a believer is asked by Allah 
to follow only what is given in the Qur’an, he would not have 
raised this doubt because the necessary details of all the rites 
and prayers mentioned in the Qur’an are given in the Qur’an 
itself. 


Sina: 

So the Qur’an mentions the giblah and the time of the salat. It 
also allows Muslims to shorten their prayers when raiding and 
looting the unbelievers. That we can understand. After all, looting 
is more important. However, nowhere in the Qur’an there are 
instructions as to HOW to perform the salat, HOW to do the 
ablution or WHAT to SAY during the prayers. These instructions 
are in the hadith. 


You say that there is no need to consult the hadith to learn 
about the rituals of Islam because they have percolated down from 
one generation to another. What is this “percolation?” Isn’t it oral 
hadith? Hadiths are stories about Muhammad that passed from one 
generation to another until they were collected and written down 
about two hundred years later. You say they are not reliable. But 
you have no problem relying on the oral traditions that have 
passed from one generation to another for 1400 years. We know 
that stories get corrupted as they pass from one narrator to 
another, not necessarily intentionally, but because memories fail 
and comprehensions vary. Therefore, a story is more likely to 
get corrupted passing through 50 generations than through five 
generations. You don’t seem to have a problem accepting oral 
traditions passing through 50 or 60 generations, but you reject 
the same traditions that passed through five or six generations 
until they were collected in a book. Is this intellectually honest? 


The fact is that not only one cannot know how to perform 
prayers, fast or do hajj without relying on oral traditions, one 
cannot even know anything about Muhammad _ without 
consulting the hadiths. As I said in my previous response, the 
Sira (biography of Muhammad), the Sunnah (the examples of 
Muhammad’s life that Muslims are to follow) and a great part of 
the sharia (Islamic laws) are based on hadith. 


How would one perform ablution without the hadith? You say 
there is no need for hadith because sons can learn it from their 
fathers. Wouldn’t this give rise to different practices and more 
divisions among Muslims? The Shiites have invented their own 
hadiths and consequently they perform their salat differently. Had 
it not been for the hadith, each mullah would have made up his 
own way of praying. 

I see that after all you are not against all the hadith. You quoted 
a few of them to back up your statements. So your claim that 
hadiths were compiled by people who wanted to malign the 
prophet and provide fodder for his enemies, is not really true. 


Both of us agree that some of the hadiths are false and some of 
them are sahih. Our criteria however are different. I use logic as 
my criteria and you use shame. I say it is not logical for believers 
to forge tales about their prophet portraying him as a villain. You 
say since Muhammad was a holy man and the stories attributed to 
him portray him differently, the stories must be forgeries. This is 
not a logical conclusion, because: a) believers will never malign 
their prophet. On the contrary, they will do their best to hide his 
shortcomings, as Ibn Hisham did with the Sira of Ibn Ishaq and as 
you are doing now, and b) your belief that Muhammad was a holy 
man is a fallacy of Question Begging. 


Apart from his own words in the Qur’an claiming: “And surely 
thou [oh Muhammad] hast sublime morals” (Q.68:4), “Indeed in 
the Messenger of Allah you have a good example to follow” 
(Q.33:21), “We sent thee not, but as a Mercy for all creatures.” 
(Q.21:107), “Verily this is the word of a most honorable 
Messenger,” (Q.81.19), do we have any evidence that this man 
was actually a good person? The stories reported of him by his 
own followers, many of which confirmed also in the Qur’an, 
depict a different picture of Muhammad. If these stories were 
written by the enemies of Islam, you would have had a reason to 


doubt their authenticity, but since the numerous stories of his 
crimes were recorded by those who loved him, we have no 
reason to doubt their authenticity. 


Let us say you wish to deny the authenticity of the story of 
the massacre of the Bani Quraiza. Apart from the fact that you 
should first tell us how this story made its way into the Islamic 
annals, we also find confirmation of that massacre in the Qur’an. 


Qur’an-33:26- “And He brought those of the People of the 
Book [Jewish people of Banu Quraiza] who supported them 
from their fortresses and cast terror into their hearts, some of 
them you slew (beheaded) and some you took prisoners 
(captive)” 

Qur’an-33:27- “And He made you heirs of their lands, their 
houses, and their goods, and of a land which ye had not 
frequented (before). And Allah has power over all things.” 
[Merciful Allah asked Prophet Muhammad to confiscate entire 
properties of surrendered Jews] 


Qur’an-8:67—“It is not fitting for an Apostle that he should 
have prisoners of war until He thoroughly subdued the land....” 
(Allah insisting Prophet to kill all the prisoners, and should not 
keep any surrendered prisoners alive until He (Prophet) 
occupied entire Arabia.” 


Qur’an-8:17— It is not ye who Slew them; it is God; when 
thou threwest a handful of dust, it was not Thy act, but 
God’s.....” (Allah said, the killing of surrendered soldiers were 
done by the wish of Allah) 


Which part of this story will you want to deny? Many of 
Muhammad’s crimes that embarrass you are also referenced in 
the Qur’an. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “Really? So all those Muslims who reported the 
hadiths and all those great imams who dedicated their entire lives 
collecting them were enemies of Islam trying to malign 
Muhammad?” 


“What was the motivation of these crooks dear Prof. Wahid? 
Why the good Muslims who loved Muhammad did not protest and 
why no one wrote down the “true” history of Muhammad? Why 
for 1400 years Muslims read all those lies and no one saw 
anything wrong in them until recently when the westerners started 
raising their eyebrows?” 


“\..Will you then explain why all the Muslims were lying about 
their prophet to make him look like a beast? If you deny the 
hadiths, it is because you are delusional ”. 


I am not the right person to answer these questions 
(motivations, reasons, etc.). If you really want to know, you may 
ask the people concerned why they accept hadiths which are not 
consistent with the Qur’an. I have given my reasons convincingly 
why I believe only in those hadiths which are consistent with the 
Qur’an. 


Sina: 


You accuse early Muslims of lying and when I ask you to tell 
us why you think they were lying you do not have an answer. 
Instead, you want those dead people come and tell us why they 
lied. Dear Prof. Wahid, is there any logical fallacy you want to 
leave untouched? 


Those who accept the hadith are doing the logical thing. They 
know that Islam without hadith cannot exist. They see no reason 
to doubt the sincerity of those who reported and recorded them. It 
is you who have to tell us why we must discard them. Your 


reasons do not convince any rational person. Even you cannot 
disregard the hadiths completely and were forced to quote a few of 
them in your argument to back up your claim. Until you tell us 
what was the ulterior motive of the early believers behind lieing 
about their prophet and maligning him, those hadiths remain valid. 
If you don’t like them, then you had better question the validity of 
your faith rather than the validity of the hadiths. You follow a 
thug, dear Prof. Wahid, and your denial of all the evidences 
against him are merely wishful thinking. 


You are ashamed of what Muhammad did, and you should be. 
But you should be equally ashamed for trying to deny the truth 
about him. 


It is up to you to prove the hadiths are false. You cannot throw 
that ball in my court. You are engaging in a logical fallacy known 
as Burden of Proof. 


Burden of Proof is a fallacy in which the burden of proof is 
placed on the wrong side. Another version occurs when a lack of 
evidence for side A is taken to be evidence for side B in cases in 
which the burden of proof actually rests on side B. A common 
name for this is an Appeal to Ignorance. This sort of reasoning 
typically has the following form 


1.Claim X is presented by side A and the burden of proof 
actually rests on side B 


2.Side B claims that X is false because there is no proof for X. 


In many situations, one side has the burden of proof resting on 
it. This side is obligated to provide evidence for its position. The 
claim of the other side, the one that does not bear the burden of 
proof, is assumed to be true unless proven otherwise. 


The question is which side has the burden of proof. The answer 
is the side that makes an assertion contrary to the common belief! 
Everyone believes that Aristotle was a Greek. If someone claims 


otherwise, it is this person that has to prove why everyone is 
wrong. All Muslims believe that the Sahih hadiths are authentic. 
There has been no dispute about this claim for the last thousand 
years. So it is up to those who deny the authenticity of such 
hadiths to prove their claim. 


I reject the authenticity of the hadiths that attribute miracles to 
Muhammad. So it is up to me to prove my claim and as done in 
my article: www.faithfreedom.org/Articles/sina/miracles_of_Mo.htm 


But I do not believe that the hadiths that describe Muhammad’s 
thugries are false. I stated my reason. 


Now you also want to deny the authenticity of some hadiths, 
particularly those that portray Muhammad as a criminal. It is up to 
you to prove your claim. Tell us why devout Muslims would want 
to make their prophet look like a criminal. The burden of proof is 
on you. My reasoning in rejecting the miraculous hadiths makes 
sense. Where is your reasoning? You have not given any. You 
simply pass the burden of proof. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “The majority of hadiths are consistent with the 
Qur’an”. 

Wrong statement. Please give me a list if you have. You do not 
have to survey the entire hadith literature to know this. One may 
take the first 1000 hadiths in Sahih Bukhari as a random sample 
and separate the consistent from the inconsistent (1.e., either 
different from the Qur’an or not mentioned in the Qur’an) ones. 
That will tell the true story. 


Sina: 


No Sir, you are wrong. Most hadiths are in conformity with the 
Qur’an. I already mentioned two of them — the story of the 


massacre of the Bani Quraiza and the story of cutting down the 
tender trees of the Bani Nadir are also reported in the Qur’an. The 
stories about Muhammad’s vagaries, his lust for Zeinab, his 
daughter-in-law, his escapade with Mariyah the maid of his wife 
Hafsa, his fight with his wives over his cheatings, are all reported 
in the Qur’an. The Sura 9 also confirms that it was Muhammad 
who broke his treaties and not the other way round, as Muslims 
keep repeating mindlessly. The ridiculous’ story about 
Muhammad’s ascension to the seventh heaven in one night, riding 
on a pony, is also confirmed in the Qur’an. Can this story be 
possibly true? Does heaven have seven layers? Now we have a 
better understanding of the universe around us. Can you please 
explain how this story can make sense in the light of modern 
science? 


The verse 66: 4 of the Qur’an says: “Jf ye two turn in 
repentance to Him, your hearts are indeed so inclined; But if ye 
back up each other against him, truly Allah is his Protector, and 
Gabriel, and (every) righteous one among those who believe, - and 
furthermore, the angels - will back (him) up.”’ Can you explain 
this verse? You certainly can’t. One can understand this verse 
only after reading this hadith. Volume 3, Book 43, Number 648. 


Even at the time of Muhammad Muslims did not understand it. 
That is why someone asked Omar about it and he explained this 
verse. His explanation is registered in Bukhari 


In several hadiths Muhammad says that the Earth is flat and 
that the sun, after setting, goes under the throne of Allah, bows, 
and asks permission to rise the next day. Well, stupid as this 
hadith sounds, it is confirmed in the Qur’an. Verse 78:6 says 
“Have We not made the earth an expanse?” and the verse 20.53 
says “He Who has, made for you the earth like a carpet spread 
out’. 2:22 says the earth is a bed for you, and the heaven a roof. 
This is obviously wrong. Neither the earth is like a bed, nor is the 


sky is like a roof. But all these verses are consistent with the 
Ptolemaic view of the universe that Arabs had at the time of 
Muhammad. Isn’t it clear that these verses cannot be from the 
maker of the universe? 


18:86 tells the story of Zulqarnain, [possibly Alexander] who 
conquered most of the ancient known world to have witnessed the 
rising of the sun from muddy waters in the East and then after 
going to the other end of the world he witnessed the setting of the 
sun also in muddy waters. This confirms once again the ignorance 
of Muhammad about how the universe is made. 


41:12 says “And We adorned the lower heaven with lights.” 
This is a clear allusion to stars. Is this true? 


There are a lot of stupidities in the hadith, but many of them 
are confirmed in the Qur’an. 


We do not need to depend on hadith to show Islam is a lie. We 
can easily show hundreds of gross errors in the Qur’an to make 
our case. 


Part — 4 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “Can you tell me anything about the life of 
Muhammad and the practices of Islam without referring to the 
hadith? You can’t”. 


A Muslim does not need any more information about Prophet’s 
life than what is given in the Qur’an. You should realize the 
importance and status God gave to Muhammad by selecting him 
as His messenger. It is such a person whom you try to malign with 
hadith literature about which you yourself are doubtful! One can 
very well practise Islam without any additional information on 
Prophet. 


Sina: 


You already said that before, but you did not prove it. You 
cannot separate Muhammad from his message. Apart from the fact 
that he told his followers to follow his Sunnah, which is recorded 
in the hadith, the credibility of Muhammad as a prophet is also 
important. We have to study this man’s life to see whether he was 
a trustworthy person or a liar. I did and I came to the conclusion 
that he was a narcissist, a mentally disturbed man who lied and 
believed in his own lies. He was unable to tell the difference 
between reality and fantasy. You can say he was a “sincere liar” 
because he was mentally sick. 


Wahid: 


In my previous message, I wrote: “Hadith literature: Prophet 
Muhammad’s traditions are those given in the Qur’an itself. He 
didn’t have any other tradition. If he had other traditions, he 
would not have been projected as good model in the Qur’an. 
Therefore any report of his tradition not compatible with the 
directions of Allah in the Qur’an is false”. 


You responded: “This is an unsubstantiated statement. Let us 
say I claim to be a prophet. In order to fool people, I will preach 
good things that they find agreeable. But since Iam a conman and 
a liar, I will live a very immoral life. My words and my deeds 
contradict each other. I tell others to be honest while I enrich 
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myself by stealing the wealth of others...’ 


The hadith examples quoted above in the context of obligatory 
prayer will substantiate my statement. 


Your argument that Prophet Muhammad was _ preaching 
something which he did not practise and he was fooling people 
will not find any taker in the 21“century. Why don’t you 
experiment and see for yourself what will be the consequence of 


such a venture? From the Qur’an one can understand that 
Muhammad did not even know the true Faith (based on earlier 
Scriptures — meaning that he was neither a Jew nor a Christian) 
before he became Prophet. 


42:52 And thus We transmitted to you a rooh (i.e., the Qur’an) 
from Our command. You did not know what the Book (i.e., 
Scripture) was and (what) the Faith was. But We made it (i.e., the 
Qur’an) a light. We guide with it whom We wish from Our 
servants. And verily you are guiding (people) to the right path. 


Muhammad was an illiterate person living in a society of 
idolaters and polytheists and had no idea about the true Faith 
(meaning monotheistic ideology). It was such a person that God 
selected to convey to the world “God is one and He has no 
partners” — the core tenet of Islam. It is to this doctrine of unity of 
God (tawhid) that Prophet Muhammad invited his polytheist and 
idol-worshipping people to Islam — the religion of God. For that 
he had to face the wrath of people because he was asking them to 
reject all of their long-cherished traditions and beliefs (naturally — 
the same thing will happen now also if somebody does it). Now 
imagine what would have been the situation if Muhammad 
practised idolatry while preaching monotheism to the people! Ali 
Sina, your imagination and the stories you concoct go far beyond 
human wisdom. You are not only trying to make Prophet 
Muhammad a conman but the people of that era the most foolish 
lot! 


Sina: 


So you say that my claim that Muhammad was a conman 
fooling people will not find any taker in the 21“ century? 
Obviously, you are new to FFI. The message of FFI is spreading 
much faster than Islam and is awakening Muslims and non- 
Muslims alike. 


Muhammad was an enigma to me even after I realized he was 
not a prophet. After reading the Qur’an, it became clear to me that 
this book is not from God. It became also clear that Muhammad 
was a very evil man, a raider, a looter, a rapist, a mass murderer, 
etc. But at the same time, it appeared that Muhammad believed to 
be a prophet. Many hadiths bewildered me. He lied, but he 
appeared to believe in what he said and quite convinced of his 
mission. For a couple of years, the question boggled me until I 
found the answer in psychology. That answer can be found in my 
book. Anyone who reads my book will understand Muhammad 
and will leave Islam. My insight into Muhammad’s mind is 
unique. It was never given before and once Muslims start gaining 
that insight, Islam will become history. Many of the ex-Muslims 
you see in this site have left Islam because of that book. It is a 
different book because it does not just tell the readers what 
happened. That information is everywhere. It explains what made 
Muhammad tick. Once you read the book and _ understand 
Muhammad, you will be able to interpret everything he said and 
did, and he will no longer be an enigma to you. The insight 
contained in my book will end Islam. The challenge is to spread it. 
That is not difficult. Everyone who reads the book recommends it 
to others. 


I challenge you to read it and try to hold to your faith after 
reading it. You will not be able to do so. I also promise that should 
you or anyone disprove my thesis logically, I will withdraw my 
book from circulation; I will announce publicly that I was proven 
wrong, and will give up the ownership of faithfreedom.org to a 
Muslim organization to brag for ever how the most prominent 
enemy of Islam was defeated. 


You don’t have to buy my book. I will send it to you, should 
you accept my challenge. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “There are many contradictions between the 
Qur’an and hadith. However, there are also many contradictions 
within the Qur’an itself... 


“There is inconsistency even within the Qur’an. Are you 
prepared to reject the Qur’an? 


“Tf you start accepting the fact that the Qur’an is not the word 
of God but those of Muhammad, things will make a lot more sense 
to you and the mystery that is boggling Muslim scholars will be 
solved”. 


We will discuss these broad subjects later, if needed. Insha 
Allah. 


You also wrote: 8a. “Exaggeration is part of the mental 
makeup of the Middle Eastern people and Bukhari was a Persian. 
This collector of hadith bragged that he collected one million 
hadiths. But no one took that number literally. What he intended 
to say, and everybody understood, is that there were ‘many’ other 
hadiths that he rejected on the ground that they were weak”. 


“Let’s take a look at the size of the hadiths.... Let us say 
Bukhari six days per week. Friday he rested, went to bath and to 
perform his Jumm’a prayer. So in one week he could not have 
collected more than 60 hadith. In one year, assuming this guy 
never took any vacations, never got sick, never had any social life, 
he could not have collected more than 3000 hadiths. Bukhari lived 
60 years. If he did this for thirty years, all he could have collected 
were 90,000 hadiths.... If you deny the hadiths, it is because you 
are delusional”. 


Sb. “I agree that the ahadith should not be taken as the source 
of guidance, as the ahle Sunnah have taken them, but they are the 
only source of the history of Islam. It is simply impossible to 
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disregard them”. 


These (8a and 8b) are your statements that contradict your own 
views about the veracity of hadiths. You asked me (see item no. 3) 
whether the great imams were enemies, etc. Now you yourself say 
(see 8a) that the word of Bukhari is not true! And you also 
calculated how many hadiths he had collected (much same way 
you identify the ‘authentic’ hadiths with your logic)! All the 
readers have seen how absurdly you calculated the number of 
hadiths Bukhari had gathered 1200 years ago claiming that your 
figure is more precise than what Bukhari himself gave! They have 
also seen how forcefully you are trying to convince them of the 
accuracy of your figure! You exposed yourself too much by doing 
that. Obviously the reader will judge your arguments accordingly. 
Please do not underestimate the readers’ ability to distinguish the 
rubbish from the obvious as you underestimated the intelligence of 
the people whom you say Prophet Muhammad had ‘fooled’. 


Sina: 


I don’t think Bukhari was a liar. He just exaggerated the 
number of hadiths that he collected. No one but you seems to have 
failed to understand that. A mother may tell her child, “I told you 
a million times to take off your shoes when you lie on your bed.” 
Now the truth is that she may have told him this only three times. 
Would anyone call that mother a liar? This is the way of speech 
we humans are used to. We just throw in a large number to make a 
point, but few fail to understand that. All Bukhari is saying is that 
he collected a large number, or as we say these days, “a zillion” 
hadiths that he thought were false. I showed you that it is 
impossible to take that number literally. To write 1,000,000 
hadiths in 30 years one has to write a minimum of 100 of them 
every day of the year non-stop. This is humanly impossible. You 
cannot even read one million hadiths in thirty years, let alone 
write that many of them with pen and ink on paper. All you had to 


do was stop for a minute, click on your calculator that comes with 
your Microsoft Windows and do a little math to see Bukhari did 
not mean 1,000,000 hadiths literally. 


Bukhari was also a family man and an imam who had a private 
and a social life too. So the number is clearly an exaggeration. In 
all likelihood the total number of hadiths that he collected was no 
more than 10 to 15 thousand (which is a lot). 


I never called Bukhari a liar. It is you who call him a liar and 
you must tell us why a man who dedicated his life to Islam hated 
it so much to lie about his own prophet and why all other 
collectors of hadith also lied and why no scholar of Islam ever 
objected to those hes, until now? 


Wahid: 


To my surprise, you also agree (see 8b) that “the ahadith 
should not be taken as the source of guidance as the ahle Sunnah 
have taken them.”’ But at the same time you say it can be taken for 
historical information! You are making your arguments a mockery 
of sorts by applying opposing canons of judgement. These 
statements (8a and b) further confirm the fact that you have no 
confidence in hadith literature but yet you use hadith literature to 
tarnish the image of Prophet Muhammad and Islam. 


Sina: 


I am not a Muslim. But if I were one, I would not give the 
same weight to the words of men as I would give to the words of 
God. The hadith are stories about Muhammad and therefore 
should be used as the history of Islam. This does not mean one has 
to reject them. The Hadith makes the Qur’an comprehensible, but 
it is not the same as the Qur’an, which is deemed to be the word of 
God. 


This is looking from the perspective of a Muslim. Looking 
from my perspective, things are different. I believe that the Qur’an 
is the book of lies concocted by Muhammad, while the hadith are 
the observations of his followers that, in most cases, are true. I do 
not trust a word of the Qur’an as I know the source is none but 
Muhammad, who was a pathological liar. But I do trust many of 
the stories reported in the Hadith, especially those depicting 
Muhammad as a criminal. Those stories are like confessions and 
they are the only ones that matter. When Muslims bragged about 
how wonderful Muhammad was, they could have been lying. But 
when they portrayed him as a thug, there is no reason to suspect 
they were lying. This is a clear logic. 


Joe is accused of a crime. He will sit in the court and in his 
own defence he will tell how wonderful he is. The judge does not 
pay any attention to how Joe brags about his virtues. He listens 
carefully to pick up a word or phrase to prove he is a liar. The 
same can be said here. It does not matter how Muslims praised 
Muhammad and how many false miracles they attributed to him. 
All that matters to us are when they spoke of his crimes. Those are 
like confessions. It’s those confessions that matter. There are 
many such confessions in the Qur’an and in the hadith. 


Wahid: 


So let me come back to the original question once again which 
you have evaded previously: 


Don’t you accept the most basic principle of rational debate 
that if one’s argument is to be valid, the information on which he 
bases his argument should be authentic? How can you criticize 
Islam and Prophet Muhammad based on hadith literature whose 
authenticity is uncertain to yourself? 


Only if you answer this question clearly, honestly and to the 
point, is there any meaning in our debate. This applies equally to 
all other contents of your website. 


Ali Sina, let us be frank, unbiased and rational. 


Sina: 

I already answered this question a million times. Darn, I did it 
too! I take that back, I answered it several times. I repeat it again. 
I have no reason to doubt the authenticity of hadiths that portray 
Muhammad as a criminal. There is no reason for devout followers 
to libel the man they love more than their own lives. Such 
behavior is contrary to commonsense. I do believe that all the 
stories that show Muhammad was a ruthless, murderous, criminal 
are true. So, you are engaging in a straw man fallacy. 


When Muslims described their beloved prophet as a thug, 
they reported the truth. It is clear that many of them were 
embarrassed of what Muhammad did and that is why they tried 
to justify them. As Ibn Hisham confessed, he threw out a large 
part of the Sira of Ibn Ishaq, because he thought those parts were 
embarrassing to Muslims. God knows how many terrible things 
Muhammad committed that Ibn Hisham destroyed. The truth is 
that the story that is left is already sanitized and you can’t even 
stomach that. 


It’s funny that you are calling on me to be honest when the 
fact is that it is you who needs to be honest. You accused devout 
Muslims of having ulterior motives and maligning their prophet, 
but you did not tell us why. That is not even logical. If they had 
ulterior motives, why did they not leave Islam? Where were the 
good Muslims to stop these hypocrites who wrote the entire 
history of Islam? Why did no one object to their lies for 1200 
years? 


Part —5 


Wahid: 


I asked. “Q 1: What are your specific reasons for suspicion 
about the authenticity of the “sahih ahadith” literature? ”’ 


You responded: “fa hadith attributes miracles to Muhammad, 
I reject that hadith. Muhammad in the Quran confessed he was 
unable to perform miracles ”’. 


Your criterion to judge the authenticity of hadith with 
reference to the Quran is partly the same as mine. However, there 
is one big difference. You limit it to only hadiths relating to 
miracles, but I take the Quran as the reference for confirming the 
validity of the entire hadith literature. The reason I have told you 
in my previous response — because the Quran makes it abundantly 
clear that Prophet Muhammad preached and lived only in 
accordance with the Quran. So the criterion should be applicable 
to all hadiths. 


Sina: 


The main difference between you and I is that you have 
accepted the Quran as the word of God while I think it is all lies 
and hallucinations of a mentally disturbed man. 


Do you have any proof that the Quran is the word of God? If 
you have it, please present it and that would be the end of 
discussion. 


Do I have any proof that Muhammad was mentally sick? I do 
and I have presented my evidence in my book in such a way that 
anyone who reads it will be compelled to accept it. I sent my book 
to many scholars who promised to refute it. Several of them are 
now my allies, but most of them never wrote back. I suppose they 
went into shock and stopped reading. 


I am going to send you my book anyway. You may choose to 
read it or not. My offer is always open. Prove me wrong and I will 
stop this site and withdraw my book. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “So the Quran mentions the giblah and the time of 
the salat. It also allows Muslims to shorten their prayers when 
raiding and looting the unbelievers. That we can understand. After 
all, looting is more important. However, nowhere in the Quran 
there are instructions as to how to perform the salat, do the 
ablution or what to say during the prayers. These instructions are 
in the hadith. You say that there is no need to consult the hadith to 
learn about the rituals of Islam because they have percolated 
down from one generation to another. What is this “percolation?” 
Isn’t it oral hadith? Hadiths are stories about Muhammad that 
passed from one generation to another until they were collected 
and written down about two hundred years later. You say they are 
not reliable”. 


I had given the Quranic verse revealing that Allah had taught 
Prophet Muhammad how to do salat. A hadith already given also 
corroborates this (hence that hadith is acceptable). That method 
had “percolated” down through generations, but the number of 
rakats, and the number of times the obligatory salat has to be 
performed daily differed depending on the hadith one accepted. 


The “percolation” simply means this: The mode of performing 
the salat (1.e., the physical process) is taught by one’s parents or 
others through demonstration, and the method was transmitted as 
such (not as oral tradition) from one generation to the next. The 
salat method was originally demonstrated by Gabriel to Prophet 
Muhammad for teaching him. The method was not formulated by 
Prophet Muhammad but by Allah. (Everything in Islam is Allah’s 
directive). I do not think a Muslim anywhere in the world knows 


the hadith (about how to do prayer). It is always the parents or 
guardians who teach (by demonstration) their wards at young age, 
and they, in turn, teach their children and so on. Thus, originating 
from Gabriel’s demonstration, the method of salat “percolated” 
down through generations. I hope it is now clear. That is why I say 
even in the absence of hadith literature, the method would reach 
the present day. 


Sina: 


If the method you describe is foolproof, then how is it that the 
Shiites pray differently? It is logical that each person will develop 
his personal habits and will pass those habits to his children who 
in turn change those rituals slightly and pass them on and after 
1400 years you’ll have thousands different forms of prayer. 


We are not talking about who invented those rituals. Until you 
do not prove to us that it was Gabriel who thought those things to 
Muhammad, your insistence is not going to convince us. That is 
another subject, which I am asking any Muslims to prove. At this 
moment, however, we are talking about whether Islam can exist 
without hadith. 


Wahid: 


For over two hundred years after the death of Prophet 
Muhammad there was no hadith literature but the method of salat 
had percolated down generation after generation in that period. 


Sina: 
Your reasoning baffles me. This “percolation” you are talking 
about is nothing but oral tradition. You do not have a problem 


with that. But you don’t like the idea that someone collected those 
oral traditions and put them in a book? This is absurd. Just in 200 


years already we can see variations had developed in hadiths. For 
example, there are several hadiths about the massacre of the Bani 
Quraiza. But there are discrepancies between the numbers of men 
that Muhammad beheaded. They vary between 600 and 900. If 
the hadiths were not written down, the variations would have been 
even more. Let us be honest. The only reason why you don’t want 
those hadith is because they embarrass you. Once upon a time we 
too felt the way you feel. The difference is that we decided hiding 
our heads in the sand is not the answer. 


Wahid: 


Your second point is: “in nowhere in the Quran there are 
instructions as to how to... do the ablution or what to say during 
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the prayers.’ 


Here again you are wrong (Your statement only gives me the 
impression that you have not studied the Quran in full and in 
detail). The Quran says how to do ablution as follows: 


5:6 O believers! When you prepare for prayer, wash your faces 
and your hands to the elbows, and rub your heads (with water) and 
(wash) your feet to the ankles. If you are in a state of ceremonial 
impurity (i.e., sexual intercourse), purify yourself (by taking bath). 
But if you are ill or on a journey or any of you come from toilet or 
you have been in contact with women, and you find no water, then 
take for yourselves clean soil and rub your faces and hands with it. 
Allah does not intend to create difficulty for you, but to make you 
clean and to complete his favour on you that you may be grateful. 


Nobody needs any additional information to do ablution. 
Sina: 


No one can perform the wudu in proper order and detail by just 
reading these general instructions. We all know there is much 


more to the ritual of wudu than what this sentence says. Give this 
verse to someone who has never seen ablution and see whether he 
can figure out how to do it right. You already admitted that the 
Quran without hadith is not complete. You quoted a few hadiths 
that you decided they are sahih and also said you'd rely on 
“percolation,” which is also oral tradition, except that it is far less 
reliable. 


Wahid: 
The Quran also instructs what to say during the salat. 


29:45 Recite what was transmitted to you from the Book (_.e., 
the Quran) and establish the Prayer; for Prayer checks the 
shameful and detestable deeds. And remembrance of Allah is the 
greatest (deed). And Allah knows all that you do. 


(Gabriel should also have taught Prophet Muhammad what to 
say during the salat; otherwise the demonstration of the salat 
method would not have been complete). 


Sina: 


Here again we see no detailed instructions as to how to perform 
the salat. If this was all it was needed to perform the salat, why 
would Gabriel need to teach it to Muhammad? 


By your own statement we can conclude that the Quran was not 
enough and that is why Gabriel had to show to Muhammad how to 
perform the prayer. Then Muhammad explained that orally to his 
followers. That is what constitutes hadith. Therefore, again we see 
that without the hadith, not even the pillars of Islam can be 
practiced. Of course, there is a lot more to hadith. It is also the 
source of the history of Islam and that is the most important 
function of it. [slam will not become meaningless even if Muslims 


prayed differently, but without a history, the very existence of 
Muhammad can be questioned. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “The fact is that not only one cannot know how to 
perform prayers, fast or do hajj without relying on oral 
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traditions..’ 


This is totally wrong. I have explained this in my previous 
response and in this also. All the religious rites, prayers, and 
rituals directed by Allah in the Quran can be performed as per the 
instructions given for each in the Quran. It is clear from the case 
of salat discussed above. The religious directives (including 
methods of prayers, etc.) are given in about 1000 verses 
(excluding the repetition of verses, instructions applicable only to 
Prophet Muhammad, his family, and people of Prophet’s 
time). Allah expects you to do the prayers and rituals as He 
instructed in the Quran and not in any other way. 


Sina: 


How can it be “totally wrong” if you said that Gabriel had to 
teach Muhammad how to perform the salat? By saying such thing 
you are admitting that Gabriel knew that the instructions in the 
Quran are not enough. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “Both of us agree that some of the hadiths are false 
and some of them are sahih. Our criteria however are different. I 
use logic as my criteria and you use shame. I say it is not logical 
for believers to forge tales about their prophet portraying him as 
a villain. You say since Muhammad was a holy man and the 
stories attributed to him portray him otherwise then the stories 


must be forgeries. This is not a logical conclusion, because: a) 
believers will never malign their prophet. On the contrary they 
will do their best to hide his shortcomings, as Ibn Hisham did with 
the Sira of Ibn Ishaq and as you are doing now, and b) your belief 
that Muhammad was a holy man is a fallacy of Question 
Begging”. 

I agree with you. I take every hadith that does not agree with 
the Quran or that is not mentioned in the Quran as false because 
from the Quran it is clear (please see my previous response in 
which I have given the Quranic verses) that Prophet Muhammad 
would never change, add or delete anything, nor covey anything to 
the people other than the Quranic revelations. So my criterion to 
identify the authentic hadiths is foolproof. Your criterion applies 
to certain aspects only. 


Sina: 


Well, that is because you think the Quran is the word of God. If 
you have any proof to substantiate that belief, let us know it and 
we too will adopt your criterion. 


Since you cannot prove that the Quran is the word of God and I 
have a lot of evidence to prove that it is not, my criterion is 
different from yours. I see Muhammad as a liar. So I do not pay 
attention to what he wrote in the Quran, unless I want to use his 
own words against him. I give more credence to what his 
followers said about him. Particularly when they spoke of his 
crimes I know that they were not lying. 


As you see, your arguments convince only another believer. 
For unbelievers you have no arguments. The claim that the Quran 
is the word of God is a circular reasoning. 


Non-Muslim: - How do we know that the Quran is the word of 
God? 


Muslim: - Muhammad testified to it. 
Non-Muslim: - How do we know Muhammad was not lying? 
Muslim: - The Quran says that Muhammad is truthful. 


This kind of logic does not convince rational people. 


Wahid: 


No Muslim can ever think of, let alone telling, a derogatory word 
about Prophet Muhammad. Perhaps even you may be having second 
thought about what you are writing about him. My discussion so far 
was about the Sunnah of Prophet Muhammad as to how he lived 
perfectly as the model of Islam in accordance with the Quran. I 
have, in the beginning itself, made it clear that I use the word hadith 
to mean only the reports on religious Sunnah (either not mentioned 
in the Quran or different from the Quran). I have already told you I 
do not know how Sunnah other than that mentioned in the Quran 
crept into the religion. 


Sina: 


Yes, you told us that Muhammad lived perfectly as the model 
of Islam and I do not disagree. However, I reject that model as 
diabolic and evil. If Muhammad came today and did what he did 
back then, he would be put in jail for good. 


Throughout this discussion you did not give us any proof that 
Muhammad was a prophet of God. You repeated instead that he 
was a perfect example and that he followed the Quran to the letter. 
These arguments may be effective for Muslims who have 
abandoned reason and have taken the leap of faith to believe 
anyway. For skeptics and those who do not believe you have to 
come up with actual proof. 


I have proven that Muhammad was insane and I am offering a 
prize to anyone who can prove me wrong. My claims are logical 


and are backed by proof. I am inviting anyone to write an equally 
convincing refutation of them. “We believe that Muhammad was 
truthful,” “We believe that he only spoke what God instructed him 
to say,” etc are no proof for me. In my book you never find. “I 
believe!” Who cares what I believe or don’t believe? People want 
evidence. In the very beginning of my book, you'll see I am 
urging everyone to doubt everything I say and never believe a 
word unless they are fully satisfied with the evidence. 


That is the main difference between me and Muhammad. I am 
not asking anyone to follow me, wage war for me, loot and bring a 
fifth of the spoils to me, obey me, don’t have an opinion contrary 
to mine, etc. Despite that I am asking people to never believe me 
unless I prove my points beyond the doubt. 


Muhammad on the other hand asked all those special privileges 
for himself but never gave any proof of his claim except the 
sword. You are a man of science; don’t you think that it is 
illogical to follow someone without asking for proof when we 
know that he benefited immensely from the sacrifices that his 
followers made for him? Here is where you have to use a little bit 
of commonsense. 


Wahid: 


But your intention is totally different. You are not taking hadith 
for religious purpose as Muslims do. You are using it to insult and 
criticize Islam and Prophet Muhammad. I have clearly shown that 
your criteria are highly subjective and full of uncertainties. 


Sina: 


I never hid my intention. I am not a Muslim. I have evidence 
that Muhammad was a conman. Why should I take the hadiths as 
the source of religious guidance? My goal is to prove to the world 


that Muhammad was mentally sick. I use the Quran and hadith to 
prove my case against him. You must have seen in the movies that 
when cops arrest someone the first thing they do is to read him his 
right. They inform him that anything he says can be used against 
him. From there on, they only listen to what may incriminate him. 
If he repeats a thousand times that he is innocent and he was 
somewhere else when the crime took place, they do not register 
that. They only record what can be used against him. That is what 
I do with hadith and the Quran. I look for evidence to prove that 
Muhammad was a liar and I have found thousands of them. One 
would have been enough. 


That does not make my criteria subjective. I look at the Quran 
and hadith in an objective way. It’s the believers who look at it in 
a subjective way. 


Who do you think is more objective to analyze the Bible? A 
believer or a non-believer? Of course, believers cannot be 
objective in relation to their own faiths. 


Wahid: 


If Prophet Muhammad had waged war, it is because he was 
attacked. He had not attacked anybody first. As I already 
mentioned in my previous response, the reason was he preached 
something totally opposed to the long-cherished traditions and 
beliefs of his people. 


Sina: 
Is this objective? Of course not! All the wars of Muhammad 
(with the exception of two) were offensive. They are called 


ghazwa and saria. (raid and ambush). Muhammad bragged that he 
was made victorious with terror. 


It surprises me that you don’t know the history of Islam. The 
claim that the Meccans were angry because Muhammad was 
teaching something different from their cherished beliefs is a lie. 
This bogus claim repeated by every Muslim is not what we can 
learn from the Quran, the Sira and the Hadith. You have written 
five books on Islam and hundreds of papers and you have not even 
read the Sira of Ibn Ishaq, the Tarikh Tabari and the Tabaqat of 
Ibn Sa’d? What kind of scholarship is this? 


Wahid: 


One thing I noticed in our debate was while I was trying to take 
one issue, your approach was to bring several issues at a time. So 
our debate could not concentrate on one subject and settle it. 


Sina: 


That is not true. The subject we are discussing is whether Islam 
can exist without the hadith and I did not deviate from the subject. 
I brought many examples to make my point. 


Wahid: 


You wrote: “You are ashamed of what Muhammad did, and 
you should be. But you should be equally ashamed for trying to 
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deny the truth about him”. 


In this statement you are not only talking about me but also the 
entire Muslim world. Mr. Ali Sina, the entire Muslim world is all 
praise for Prophet Muhammad for his noble and valiant 23 years 
of life facing all kinds of odds against him. He had the only 
intention of bringing the humanity from darkness to Iight 
surrendering totally to the will of God. 


Sina: 


But of course dear Prof. Wahid! I am not talking about you at 
all. I have nothing but respect for you as an individual. I am 
addressing the entire Ummah. It is time for Muslims to pull their 
heads out of the sands of denial and face the truth. Muhammad 
was not a valiant man. He was a coward. He waged 78 wars but 
never fought personally. He used to wear two coats of mail, one 
on top of the other, which would make him so heavy that he 
needed help to walk. In that state he would stand behind his army 
well-protected and would then tell them that if they die they will 
be rewarded with virgins. He never risked his own life. Read my 
book and you’ll get to know your prophet. 


Muhammad’s intention was to enrich himself and to become 
powerful. You need to read my book and see the evidence for 
yourself. Please stop rehashing what you have learned since 
childhood and start learning the truth. 


Wahid: 


As is evident from your statements above, you have not studied 
the Quran in full (I have given proof of that while answering your 
question on ablution). If you study the Quran dispassionately and 
without any pre-conceived notion, you will indeed find it 
enlightening and illuminating. Without studying the Quran in full, 
it will not be possible for you to comprehend the essence of the 
Islamic doctrine. (Its previous versions are the Injeel given to 
Prophet Jesus and Taurat given to Prophet Moses). Science 
(another domain of knowledge taught by God) fuses beautifully 
well with the Quran. And together they form holistic knowledge, 
which I call Jslamic Science, the totality of the revealed 
knowledge by God. Scientists are the messengers of science as 
prophets are messengers of religion. None can get any information 
unless God wills. 


Sina: 


As I demonstrated, your argument was not valid. I read the 
Quran in its entirety first in 1994, dispassionately and without any 
preconceptions (I was a believer then). It was then that I started 
having misgivings about Islam, and since then I must have read 
each verse of the Quran between 20 to 100 times. But there is one 
thing else that I studied, which you never did and that is the 
history of Islam. If you read the Tabari, you will become so sick 
that you will probably leave Islam even without reading my book. 


My interest in debating with you was to talk about science and 
Islam. This is your area of expertise. I want to show to Muslims 
that there is nothing scientific in the Quran, that such claim is 
bogus and preposterous. 


Wahid: 


The entire universe is a giant computer with built-in programs, 
designed and created by Allah with specific purpose. I proposed a 
computer model of the universe in 1998 in my first book by 
explaining the Quran in the light of science. Later (in 2002) some 
US scientists had also proposed the computer concept for the 
universe purely based on scientific thinking. The Quran is the light 
to mankind, which none can blow out. It will glow brighter and 
brighter as science advances and it will continue to guide people 
till the end of the world. Ultimately science will prove to the 
critics of Islam that the Quran is the truth. 


Sina: 


Dear Professor, you are engaging now in the logical fallacy 
known as Non Sequitur. This is the fallacy of stating, as a 


conclusion, something that does not strictly follow from the 
premises. 


So you compared the universe to a computer. That is a good 
analogy. But how from here can you conclude that Islam is the 
light to mankind? Muhammad was a thug. This is clear from his 
words in the Quran and what his followers have narrated. This 
man was an utterly ignorant man who thought the Earth is flat, the 
mountains are pegs to keep the earth from shaking when we walk 
on it, that the stars are adornments that are hung from the lower 
heaven which acts like a ceiling, and the Moon and the Sun go 
around the Earth. The Quran is the book of asininity. There is 
nothing scientific in it. Muslims have been reading this book of 
nonsense and are the only people who have not contributed 
anything to Modern science. All inventions and discoveries are 
made by people who never read the Quran. 


It is embarrassing that a man of your caliber and credentials 
should cling to this book of stupidity and make such absurd and 
unsubstantiated claims. 


Wahid: 


41:52-53 “Say: See you if the (Revelation) is (really) from 
Allah, and yet do you reject it? Who is more astray than one who 
is in a schism far (from any purpose)? Soon will We show them 
our Signs in the (furthest) regions (of the earth), and in 
themselves, until it becomes manifest to them that this (Quran) is 
the Truth. Is it not enough that your Lord does witness all things?” 


Sina: 


Muhammad was a narcissist and like all narcissists he was an 
expert in straw man fallacy. You can see the same way of speech 
by this buffoon acting as the president of America also. In the 


above verse, first Muhammad falsely accuses those who did not 
believe in his lies, of rejecting the signs. Allah then pours on them 
his vituperation. This is false. Any rational person can see the 
marvels of the universe and those who believe in God attribute it 
to him while others attribute it to natural laws. Muhammad first 
builds a straw man and then mocks it and attacks it. Where are 
those signs that will prove the Quran is Truth? As a matter of fact, 
the more we learn about the world, the better we see Muhammad’s 
lies. Everything that man said, from how a fetus is formed to how 
the rain cycle works, how the universe was created, and how the 
solar system works, is wrong. Show us how the science proves 
Muhammad right? All these bogus claims made by zealot Muslims 
are wishful thinking. There is no science in that stupid book. 


Wahid: 


Already signs have appeared. Anything that denies God and His 
word (the Quran) will fail sooner or later. Darwin’s theory is 
struggling for existence, particulate gene concept based on material- 
lism has put biologists in a quandary. We have not yet been able to 
define “life” in biology, which is the science of life! Experiments to 
synthesize life in the laboratory based on molecular gene concept 
flops. Theories of origin of life based on the material gene concept 
talk of everything except how life originated. Biology is drifting in 
the ocean of genome. But the scientists never realize that “life’’ is 
not material. They continue to pursue a wrong trail thinking that 
they are on the right track! Genome (a chemical structure) is not the 
biological program. The biological program that gives life is 
intangible divine information. The Quran, in conjunction with 
science, defines the phenomena of life and death, which science 
alone cannot do. The Quran can give you answers about the origins, 
the purpose of the universe, the purpose of Homo sapiens, and their 
future. You may not believe in any of these but at the same time you 
will not be able to find another source on this planet that informs the 


mankind about these things! That truth itself is sufficient enough to 
believe without an atom of doubt that the Quran is from the Creator. 
It is not from a human being as you claim. It is not the word of 
Prophet Muhammad. No human being can write that. One will 
realize that truth when he studies and understands it fully. 


Sina: 


So Darwin’s theory is struggling for existence? That is funny. 
You should say such thing only days after the so-called Darwin’s 
missing link is found that clearly shows the link between apes and 
other animals. It surprises me that a person who obviously knows 
about genes should say such things. Humans and Chimps are 
almost genetic twins. 


But that is another subject. Many religious people believe in 
creation. The question that I would like you to answer is: in what 
ways this proves Muhammad to be a true prophet? He was not the 
first to come up with the story of creation. This story is antique. 
Muhammad simply copied it from the Bible, but the story is much 
older than the Bible. Assuming Darwin was wrong and _ the 
creationists got it right, why should anyone give credit to 
Muhammad? Everyone in antiquity believed in the same 
balderdash. 

You make two unsubstantiated claim. It means you have not 
given us any proof. The first is that the story of the creation is 
unique to the Quran, which clearly is not so and the second is that 
those stories are true. 


Wahid: 


Ali Sina, I think I should stop here because we are poles apart 
in our approaches to understanding the Quran and Islam — the 


religion of God. I do not think anything worthwhile will emerge 
out of our debate. I thank you so much for the discussions. 


Regards 
Wahid 


Sina: 


Well, dear Professor, you wanted a debate with me and you got 
it. I do not shun debating with Muslims. I just don’t debate with 
any Taqi, Naqi and Morteza. But it was a pleasure to debate with 
you. I would have preferred we talk about the Quranic science. I 
know about the volumes of lies that Muslims have compiled on 
this subject and it was my wish that I debate this issue with 
someone who specialized in Islamic science to prove once and for 
all that it’s all hoax. There is no science in the Quran. That book is 
not the word of God. It is the drivels of a mentally sick man. 


I think the debate was quite worth it. The more we probe into 
Islam and discuss it with the respected scholars of this religion, 
the more it becomes clear that this religion is false. There is not a 
single claim made by Muhammad and Muslims that can stand 
scrutiny. 


In conclusion, I would like to ask you again to please pull your 
head out of the sand dunes of Arabia and accept the truth that 
Islam is a lie. In this debate once again I have demonstrated the 
fallacies that Muslim scholars resort to. As Muslims come to see 
the truth, they will leave it. Many of those with whom I debated 
and whose debates are still on this site are now authors of FFI and 
write for it under a pseudonym. I hope that you will be one of our 
future writers too. If you read my book, you’ll most likely become 
one. 


Islam is a lie. It has survived so long because before no one 
could criticize it. You can keep the darkness forever, as long as 


you put off any light as soon as it stars. But with the advent of the 
Internet, Muslims cannot put this light out. The light is becoming 
larger and spreading. Once the truth spreads, Islam will become 
history. This can happen in just a few short decades. If you want 
to leave a trace of yourself, read my book, leave Islam and join us. 


All the best, 
Ali Sina 


